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Rules and Regulations 


Title 7—AGRICULTURE 

Chapter I—Agricultural Marketing 
Service (Standards, Inspections, 
Marketing Practices), Department 
of Agriculture 

PART 26—GRAIN STANDARDS 

Subpart B—Standards 

Ittierpretation With Respect to the 
Term “Purple Mottled or Stained” 

Statement of considerations. The offi¬ 
cial grain standards of the United States 
for soybeans (7 CFR §§ 26.601-26.603) 
provide that “Soybeans which are purple 
mottled or stained shall be graded not 
higher than No. 3.” The term “purple 
mottled or stained” has been interpreted 
to include soybeans which are discolored 
by a fungus. 

During recent months soybeans which 
were apparently discolored by legume 
inoculants and other unknown sub¬ 
stances appeared in commercial lots in 
various midwestern grain markets. The 
soybeans had a distinctly undesirable 
appearance. It was believed that the 
discoloration would have a substantial 
adverse effect on the oil and related by¬ 
products produced from the soybeans. 
For these reasons, grain inspectors li¬ 
censed under the United States Grain 
Standards Act were instructed to grade 
such soybeans “Sample Grade, distinctly 
low quality, because of the presence of 
an unknown foreign substance.” 

It was later found that soybeans could 
become similarly discolored under certain 
harvest conditions and could not be dis¬ 
tinguished by visual examination from 
soybeans treated with an inoculant. It 
was also found that the discolorations 
apparently did not have a substantial 
adverse effect on the oil and related by¬ 
products produced from the soybeans. 
For these reasons, it appeared that be¬ 
cause of the undesirable appearance, the 
discolored soybeans should be graded 
lower than No. 1 or No. 2, but should 
not be graded “Sample Grade, distinctly 
low quality.” 

On October 11, 1963, there was pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register (28 F.R. 
10924) a proposed interpretation that the 
discolored soybeans be considered as pur- 
Ph‘ mottled or stained soybeans and 
graded not higher than No. 3. Inter¬ 
ested parties were given 10 days after 
Publication to submit written data, views, 
and arguments. None of the comments 
received from the interested parties op¬ 
posed the proposed interpretation. Ac¬ 
cordingly, pursuant to section 8 of the 
nited States Grain Standards Act, as 
mended (7 U.S.C. 84) , the following in- 
eip retati ° n 0 £a C i a i g ra j n stand- 

hp S y^ .^ e United States for soybeans is 
nereby issued to appear in 7 CFR 26.902: 


§ 26.902 Interprelation with respect to 
the term “purple mottled or stained.” 

The term “purple mottled or stained” 
when used in the official grain standards 
of the United States for soybeans (see 
§ 26.603(a)) shall be construed to include 
soybeans which are discolored by the 
growth of a fungus; or by dirt; or by a 
dirtlike substance including nontoxic 
inoculants; or by other non toxic sub¬ 
stances. 

Effective date. The foregoing inter¬ 
pretation shall be applied in the inspec¬ 
tion and grading of soybeans, under the 
United States Grain Standards Act, upon 
publication in the Federal Register. 

Done at Washington, D.C., this 25th 
day of October, 1963. 

G. R. Grange, 
Deputy Administrator , 
Marketing Services. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-11429; Filed, Oct. 29, 1963; 

8:46 a.m.J 


Chapter II—Agricultural Marketing 
Service (School Lunch Program), De¬ 
partment of Agriculture 

[Amdt. 1J 

PART 210—NATIONAL SCHOOL 
LUNCH PROGRAM 

Payments to States 

Paragraph (a) and (b) of § 210.5 of 
the regulations for the operation of the 
National School Lunch Program (28 F.R. 
1247) are hereby amended as follows: 

§ 210.5 Payments to States. 

(a) The general cash-for-food assist¬ 
ance funds apportioned to any State 
Agency for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1964, shall be made available in not 
less than nine monthly payments, except 
that for American Samoa, Guam, Puerto 
Rico, and the Virgin Islands such funds 
shall be made available in not less than 
seven monthly payments. For any fiscal 
year thereafter the general cash-for- 
food assistance funds shall be made 
available in not less than ten monthly 
payments, except that for American Sa¬ 
moa, Guam, Puerto Rico, and the Virgin 
Islands such funds shall be made avail¬ 
able in not less than eight monthly pay¬ 
ments. The amount of each payment 
shall be in accordance with the monthly 
pattern of participation in each State, 
as measured by the number of lunches 
served, based upon the most recent year 
for which final participation data are 
available. The first payment shall be 
scheduled to arrive in each State on or 
about August 25 and shall include pay¬ 
ments for July and August. Payments 
for succeeding months shall be sched¬ 
uled to arrive in the State on or about 
the 25th day of the month in which ob¬ 


ligations are incurred by the States: 
Provided, however. That the payment for 
May shall cover operations for May and 
June, except that for American Samoa, 
Guam, Puerto Rico, and the Virgin Is¬ 
lands the payment for March shall cover 
operations for March, April, May and 
June: And provided further , That AMS 
may vary the foregoing schedule during 
fiscal year 1964 for those States having 
State-appropriated funds for reimburse¬ 
ment to schools for Program purposes in 
the event such States’ legislative bodies 
have not had sufficient time to adjust 
appropriation acts to the above schedule. 
In the event it is necessary to vary the 
payment schedule for any such States, 
payments will be made in accordance 
with the provisions of § 210.5(a) of the 
regulations which were effective July 1, 
1962. AMS may make such additional 
payments as are necessary. 

(b) If general cash-for-food assist¬ 
ance funds are not made available to 
AMS by August 25, the first payment 
shall be made as soon as practicable 
after such funds are made available. 

Effective date: July 1, 1963. 

Approved: October 24, 1963. 

[seal] George L. Mehren, 

Assistance Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-11428; Filed, Oct. 29, 1963; 

8:46 a.m.] 


Chapter X—Agricultural Marketing 
Service (Marketing Agreements and 
Orders; Milk), Department of Agri¬ 
culture 

[Milk Order No. 97] 

PART 1097—MILK IN MEMPHIS, 
TENNESSEE, MARKETING AREA 

Order Amending Order 

§ 1097.0 Findings and determinations. 

The findings and determinations here¬ 
inafter set forth are supplementary and 
in addition to the findings and determi¬ 
nations previously made in connection 
with the issuance of the aforesaid order 
and of the previously issued amendments 
thereto; and all of said previous findings 
and determinations are hereby ratified 
and affirmed, except insofar as such find¬ 
ings and determinations may be in con¬ 
flict with the findings and determina¬ 
tions set forth herein. 

(a) Findings upon the basis of the 
hearing record. Pursuant to the provi¬ 
sions of the Agricultural Marketing 
Agreement Act of 1937, as amended (7 
U.S.C. 601 et seq.), and the applicable 
rules of practice and procedure govern¬ 
ing the formulation of marketing agree¬ 
ments and marketing orders (7 CFR Part 
900), a public hearing was held upon 
certain proposed amendments to the 
tentative marketing agreement and to 

11531 








11532 

the order regulating the handling of 
milk in the Memphis, Tennessee, mar¬ 
keting area. Upon the basis of the evi¬ 
dence introduced at such hearing and 
the record thereof, it is found that: 

(1) The said order as hereby amend¬ 
ed, and all of the terms and conditions 
thereof, will tend to effectuate the de¬ 
clared policy of the Act; 

(2) The parity prices of milk, as de¬ 
termined pursuant to section 2 of the 
Act, are not reasonable in view of the 
price of feeds, available supplies of feeds, 
and other economic conditions which af¬ 
fect market supply and demand for milk 
in the said marketing area, and the 
minimum prices specified in the order as 
hereby amended, are such prices as will 
reflect the aforesaid factors, insure a 
sufficient quantity of pure and whole¬ 
some milk, and be in the public interest; 

(3) The said order as hereby amend¬ 
ed, regulates the handling of milk in the 
same manner as, and is applicable only 
to persons in the respective classes of 
industrial or commercial activity speci¬ 
fied in, a marketing agreement upon 
which a hearing has been held. 

(4) All milk and milk products han¬ 
dled by handlers, as defined in the order 
as hereby amended, are in the current 
of interstate commerce or directly bur¬ 
den, obstruct, or affect interstate com¬ 
merce in milk or its products; and 

(5) It is hereby found that the neces¬ 
sary expense of the market administra¬ 
tor for the maintenance and functioning 
of such agency will require the payment 
by each handler, as his pro rata share 
of such expense, four cents per hundred¬ 
weight or such amount not to exceed 
four cents per hundredweight as the 
Secretary may prescribe, as follows: 

(a) By * each handler pursuant to 
§ 1097.10(a) with respect to all: 

(1) Receipts of milk from producers 
(including such handler’s own produc¬ 
tion) and from cooperative associations 
which are handlers pursuant to § 1097.10 
(c) ; and 

(2) Other source milk received at a 
fluid milk plant classified as Class I milk; 
and 

(b) By a cooperative association with 
respect to all: 

(1) Milk for which such cooperative 
association is a handler pursuant to 
§ 1097.10(b); and 

(2) Milk for which such cooperative 
association is accountable pursuant to 
§ 1097.10(c) in excess of that specified 
in paragraph (a) of this section. 

(b) Additional findings. It is neces¬ 
sary in the public interest to make this 
order amending the order effective not 
later than November 1, 1963. Any delay 
beyond that date would tend to disrupt 
the orderly marketing of milk in the 
marketing area. 

The provisions of the said order are 
known to handlers. The recommended 
decision of the Assistant Secretary was 
issued September 11, 1963, and the de¬ 
cision of the Acting Secretary contain¬ 
ing all amendment provisions of this 
order was issued October 17, 1963. The 
changes effected by this order will not 
require extensive preparation or substan¬ 
tial alteration in method of operation 
for handlers. In view of the foregoing, 


RULES AND REGULATIONS 

it is hereby found and determined that 
good cause exists for making this order 
amending the order effective November 1, 
1963, and that it would be contrary to 
the public interest to delay the effective 
date of this amendment for 30 days 
after its publication in the Federal Reg¬ 
ister (sec. 4(c), Administrative Pro¬ 
cedure Act, 5 U.S.C. 1001-1011). 

(c) Determinations. It is hereby de¬ 
termined that: 

(1) The refusal or failure of han¬ 
dlers (excluding cooperative associations 
specified in section 8c(9) of the Act) 
of more than 50 percent of the milk, 
which is marketed within the marketing 
area, to sign a proposed marketing 
agreement, tends to prevent the effectua¬ 
tion of the declared policy of the Act; 

(2) The issuance of this order, amend¬ 
ing the order, is the only practical means 
pursuant to the declared policy of the 
Act of advancing the interests of pro¬ 
ducers as defined in the order as hereby 
amended; and 

(3) The issuance of the order amend¬ 
ing the order is approved or favored by 
at least three-fourths of the producers 
who during the determined representa¬ 
tive period were engaged in the produc¬ 
tion of milk for sale in the marketing 
area. 

Order relative to handling. It is 
therefore ordered, that on and after the 
effective date hereof, the handling of 
milk in the Memphis, Tennessee, mar¬ 
keting area shall be in conformity to 
and in compliance with the terms and 
conditions of the aforesaid order, as 
amended, and as hereby further amended 
as follows: 

1. Section 1097.6 is revised to read as 
follows : 

§ 1097.6 Memphis, Tennessee, market¬ 
ing area. 

“Memphis, Tennessee, marketing area” 
means all the territory, including in¬ 
corporated municipalities and military 
reservations, within the Tennessee coun¬ 
ties of Fayette, Hardeman (except Civil 
Districts 5 and 6), Haywood, Lauderdale, 
Madison (except Civil Districts 4 and 
9), Shelby and Tipton; the Mississippi 
counties of DeSoto, Tate, Panola (except 
the village of Crowder), Tunica, Lafay¬ 
ette and Marshall (exclusive of Beat 5); 
and the townships of Mississippi and 
Proctor in Crittenden County, Arkansas. 

(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Effective date: November 1,1963. 

Signed at Washington, D.C., on 
October 24,1963. 

George L. Mehren, 
Assistant Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-11430; Filed, Oct. 29, 1963; 

8:46 a.m.] 


[Milk Order No. 130] 

PART 1130—MILK IN CORPUS 
CHRISTI, TEXAS, MARKETING AREA 

Order Amending Order 

§ 1130.0 Findings and determinations. 

The findings and determinations here¬ 
inafter set forth are supplementary and 


in addition to the findings and determi¬ 
nations previously made in connection 
with the issuance of the aforesaid order 
and of the previously issued amendments 
thereto; and all of said previous findings 
and determinations are hereby ratified 
and affirmed, except insofar as such find¬ 
ings and determinations may be in con¬ 
flict with the findings and determina¬ 
tions set forth herein. 

(a) Findings upon the basis of the 
hearing record. Pursuant to the pro¬ 
visions of the Agricultural Marketing 
Agreement Act of 1937, as amended (7 
U.S.C. 601 et seq.), and the applicable 
rules of practice apd procedure govern¬ 
ing the formulation of marketing agree¬ 
ments and marketing orders (7 CFR Part 
900), a public hearing was held upon 
certain proposed amendments to the 
tentative marketing agreement and to 
the order regulating the handling of milk 
in the Corpus Christi, Texas, marketing 
area. Upon the basis of the evidence 
introduced at such hearing and the rec¬ 
ord thereof, it is found that: 

(1) The said order as hereby amended, 
and all of the terms and conditions 
thereof, will tend to effectuate the de¬ 
clared policy of the Act; 

(2) The parity prices of milk, as de¬ 
termined pursuant to section 2 of the 
Act, are not reasonable in view of the 
price of feeds, available supplies of feeds, 
and other economic conditions which af¬ 
fect market supply and demand for milk 
in the said marketing area, and the min¬ 
imum prices specified in the order as 
hereby amended, are such prices as will 
reflect the aforesaid factors, insure a 
sufficient quantity of pure and whole¬ 
some milk, and be in the public interest; 
and 

(3) The said order as hereby amended, 

regulates the handling of milk in the 
same manner as, and is applicable only 
to persons in the respective classes of 
industrial or commercial activity speci¬ 
fied in, a marketing agreement upon 
which a hearing has been held. 

(b) Additional findings. It is neces¬ 
sary in the public interest to make this 
order amending the order effective not 
later than November 1, 1963. Any delay 
beyond that date would tend to disrupt 
the orderly marketing of milk in the 
marketing area. 

The provisions of the said order are 
known to handlers. The recommended 
decision of the Secretary was issued Sep¬ 
tember 20, 1963, and the decision of the 
Acting Secretary containing all amend¬ 
ment provisions of this order was issued 
October 11, 1963. The changes effected 
by this order will not require extensive 
preparation or substantial alteration in 
method of operation for handlers, in 
view of the foregoing, it is hereby found 
and determined that good cause exists 
for making this order amending the or¬ 
der effective November 1, 1963, and that 
it would be contrary to the public in¬ 
terest to delay the effective date of this 
amendment for 30 days after its publi- 
cation in the Federal Register (sec. 4(c), 
Administrative Procedure Act, 5 U.SL. 
1001 - 1011 ). ^ . 

(c) Determinations. It is hereby de¬ 
termined that: 

(1) The refusal or failure of handlers 
(excluding cooperative associations spec- 
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ified in section 8c(9) of the Act) of more 
than 50 percent of the milk, which is 
marketed within the marketing area, to 
sign a proposed marketing agreement, 
tends to prevent the effectuation of the 
declared policy of the Act; 

(2) The issuance of this order, amerc¬ 
ing the order, is the only practical means 
pursuant to the declared policy of the 
Act of advancing the interests of pro¬ 
ducers as defined in the order as hereby 
amended; and 

(3) The issuance of the order amend¬ 
ing the order is approved or favored by 
at least three-fourths of the producers 
who during the determined representa¬ 
tive period were engaged in the produc¬ 
tion of milk for sale in the marketing 
area. 

Order relative to handling. It is 
therefore ordered, that on and after the 
effective date hereof, the handling of 
milk in the Corpus Christi, Texas, mar¬ 
keting area shall be in conformity to and 
in compliance with the terms and con¬ 
ditions of the aforesaid order, as 
amended, and as hereby further amended 
as follows : 

1. Section 1130.12 is revised to read as 
follows: 


puted on a milk equivalent basis of 3.5 
percent butterfat content. 

(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Effective date: November 1,1963. 

Signed at Washington, D.C., on Oc¬ 
tober 22,1963. 

George L. Mehren, 
Assistant Secretary. 

IF.R. Doc. 63-11462; Filed, Oct. 29, 1963; 
8:48 a.m.] 

Title 8—ALIENS AND 
NATIONALITY 

Chapter I—Immigration and Nat¬ 
uralization Service, Department of 
Justice 

PART 212—DOCUMENTARY RE¬ 
QUIREMENTS: NONIMMIGRANTS; 
WAIVERS; ADMISSION OF CER¬ 
TAIN INADMISSIBLE ALIENS; PA¬ 
ROLE 

Nonimmigrant Documentary Waivers 


§1130.12 Supply plant. 

‘‘Supply plant” means a plant, other 
than a distributing plant or a market 
equalization plant, from which fluid milk 
products meeting the Grade A inspection 
requirement of a duly constituted health 
authority are moved to and received at 
a distributing plant or a market equaliza¬ 
tion plant during the month. 

2. In §1130.13, paragraph (b) is re¬ 
vised to read as follows: 


§1130.13 Fluid milk plant. 

***** 

(b) A supply plant from which milk, 
skim milk, or cream approved by a duly 
constituted health authority for disposi¬ 
tion under a Grade A label, is trans¬ 
ferred to and received at a plant(s) 
qualified pursuant to paragraph (a) of 
this section or a market equalization 
plant, in any amount during any month 
of February through July, or in an 
amount in excess of an average of 5,000 
pounds per day, computed on a milk 
equivalent basis of 3.5 percent butterfat 
content, during any month of August 
through January. 

3. Section 1130.14 is revised to read 

follows: 


§ 1130.14 Market equalization plant. 

“Market equalization plant” means i 
Plant, other than a distributing plant 
operated by a cooperative associatior 
Performing marketing services pursuani 
0 s 1130.84(b) which plant is approvec 
constituted health authority 
or the receipt and disposition of Grade 
no? 111 * a ? d at which a *l flui d milk prod- 
t n g received are as diversions pursuani 
mnt 113 , 016 or as transfers from fluid 
innntu P r nts except that during anj 
olnnf ° f Augus t through January such 
milt 1 may also receiv e other source fluid 
ulanf Pl0ducts from an y nonfluid milk 
avpro m an am °unt not in excess of an 
age of 5,000 pounds per day, com- 


The following amendments to Chapter 
I of Title 8 of the Code of Federal Regu¬ 
lations are hereby prescribed: 

Section 212.1 is amended in the follow¬ 
ing respects: 

1. Paragraphs (b) and (c) when taken 
with the introductory material are to 
read as follows: 

§ 212.1 Documentary requirements for 
nonimmigrants. 

A valid unexpired visa and an unex¬ 
pired passport, valid for the period set 
forth in section 212(a) (26) of the Act, 
shall be presented by each arriving non¬ 
immigrant alien except that the passport 
validity period for an applicant for ad¬ 
mission who is a member of a class de¬ 
scribed in section 102 of the Act is not 
required to extend beyond the date of his 
application for admission if so admitted, 
and except as otherwise provided in the 
Act, this chapter, and for the following 
classes: 

***** 

(b) British, French, and Netherlands 
nationals, and nationals of certain ad¬ 
jacent islands of the Caribbean which 
are independent countries. A visa is not 
required of a British, French, or Nether¬ 
lands national, or of a national of an 
independent country of the Western 
Hemisphere not named in section 101 Ca) 
(27) (C) of the Act, who has his residence 
in British, French, or Netherlands terri¬ 
tory, or in an independent country not 
named in section 101(a) (27) (C) of the 
Act, located in the adjacent islands of 
the Caribbean area, for admission or 
stay in Puerto Rico, the Virgin Islands 
of the United States, or as an agricul¬ 
tural worker in the United States. 

(c) Mexican nationals. A visa and a 
passport are not required of a Mexican 
national who is a military or civilian 
official or employee of the Mexican na¬ 
tional, state, or municipal government, 
or of a member of the family of any such 
official or employee; or is in possession of 


a border crossing card on Form 1-186 
and is applying for admission in accord¬ 
ance with the terms thereon and the pro¬ 
visions of § 212.6; or is entering solely 
for the purpose of applying for a Mexi¬ 
can passport or other official Mexican 
document at a Mexican consular office on 
the United States side of the border. A 
visa is not required of a Mexican na¬ 
tional who is a crewman employed on an 
aircraft belonging to a Mexican company 
authorized to engage in commercial 
transportation into the United States, or 
is an alien embraced within the provi¬ 
sions of § 214.2 (k) of this chapter. 

2 . Paragraph (d) Cuban nationals is 
revoked. 

3. Paragraph (g) Natives and resi¬ 
dents of the Trust Territory of the 
Pacific Islands is redesignated as para¬ 
graph (d). 

This order shall become effective on 
the date of its publication in the Federal 
Register. Compliance with the provi¬ 
sions of section 4 of the Administrative 
Procedure Act (60 Stat. 238, 5 U.S.C. 
1003), as to notice of proposed rule mak¬ 
ing and delayed effective date is un¬ 
necessary in this instance because the 
amendments to § 212.1 (b) and (c) re¬ 
lieve restrictions and are clearly advan¬ 
tageous to persons affected thereby and 
the revocation of § 212.1(d) deletes an 
inoperable provision of the regulations. 

(Sec. 103, 66 Stat. 173; 8 U.S.C. 1103) 

Dated: October23, 1963. 

Raymond F. Farrell, 
Commissioner of 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-11442; Filed, Oct. 29, 1963; 

8:47 a.m] 


Title 14-AERONAUTICS AND 
SPACE 

Chapter I—Federal Aviation Agency 
SUBCHAPTER E—AIRSPACE [NEW] 

[Airspace Docket No. 63-SW-30] 

PART 71—designation of federal 
AIRWAYS, CONTROLLED AIRSPACE, 
AND REPORTING POINTS [NEW] 

Alteration of Federal Airways, Desig¬ 
nation and Revocation of Reporting 
Points 

On August 3, 1963, a notice of pro¬ 
posed rule making was published in the 
Federal Register (28 F.R. 7954) stating 
that the Federal Aviation Agency (FAA) 
proposed to alter VOR Federal airways 
V-66, V-198, V-222, V-1542, V-1610 and 
V-1628. Additionally, the FAA proposed 
to revoke the Culberson, Texas, VOR re¬ 
porting point and designate the Pecos, 
Texas, VOR reporting point in the low 
altitude and intermediate altitude air¬ 
way structures. 

Interested persons were afforded an 
opportunity to participate in the rule 
making through the submission of com¬ 
ments but no comments were received. 

The substance of the proposed amend¬ 
ments having been published, and for 
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the reasons stated in the notice, the fol¬ 
lowing actions are taken: 

1 . In the text of V-66 in § 71.123 (27 
F.R. 220-6, November 10, 1962, 28 F.R. 
9200) “INT of El Paso 132° and Hud¬ 
speth, Tex., 272° radials; Hudspeth; 
Culberson, Tex.; INT of Culberson 090° 
and Midland, Tex., 243° radials;” is de¬ 
leted and “ 8-mile wide airway INT of El 
Paso 112° and Hudspeth, Tex., 281° ra¬ 
dials; Hudspeth; thence Pecos, Tex.;” 
is substituted therefor. 

2. In the text of V-198 in § 71.123 (27 
F.R. 220-6, November 10, 1962) “INT of 
El Paso 132° and Hudspeth, Tex., 272° 
radials; Hudspeth; INT of Hudspeth 
117° and Fort Stockton, Tex., 274° ra¬ 
dials; Fort Stockton;” is deleted and 
“8-mile wide airway INT of El Paso 112° 
and Hudspeth, Tex., 281° radials; Hud¬ 
speth; thence INT of Hudspeth 109° 
and Fort Stockton, Tex., 284° radials; 
Fort Stockton (11-mile wide airway 
from 45 nmi to 50 nmi SE of Hudspeth; 
thence 12-mile wide airway to 55 nmi 
SE of Hudspeth; thence 13-mile wide 
airway to 60 nmi SE of Hudspeth; 
thence 14-mile wide airway to 65 nmi 
SE of Hudspeth; thence 15-mile wide 
airway to the INT of Hudspeth 109° and 
Fort Stockton 284° radials; thence 14- 
mile wide airway to 60 nmi NW of Fort 
Stockton; thence 13-mile airway to 55 
nmi NW of Fort Stockton; thence 12- 
mile wide airway to 50 nmi NW of Fort 
Stockton; thence 11-mile wide airway to 
45 nmi NW of Fort Stockton);” is sub¬ 
stituted therefor. 

3. In the text of V-222 in § 71.123 (27 
F.R. 220-6, November 10, 1962, 27 F.R. 
11940, 27 F.R. 12439, 28 F.R. 907) “Cul¬ 
berson, Tex.; Fort Stockton, Tex.;” is 
deleted and “Fort Stockton, Tex. (11- 
mile wide airway from 45 nmi to 50 nmi 
SE of Salt Flat; thence 12-mile wide air¬ 
way to 55 nmi SE of Salt Flat; thence 
13-mile wide airway to 55 nmi NW of 
Fort Stockton; thence 12-mile wide 
airway to 50 nmi NW of Fort Stockton; 
thence 11-mile wide airway to 45 nmi 
NW of Fort Stockton);” is substituted 
therefor. 

4. In the text of V-1542 in § 71.143 
(27 F.R. 220-38, November 10, 1962, 27 
F.R. 11940) “Culberson, Tex.;” is de¬ 
leted and “to INT Salt Flat 113°, Carls¬ 
bad, N. Mex., 204° radials;” is substi¬ 
tuted therefor. 

5. In the text of V-1610 in § 71.143 
(27 F.R. 220-38, November 10, 1962, 
28 F.R. 1034) “8 miles wide INT El 
Paso 132°, Hudspeth, Tex., 272° radials; 
Hudspeth; thence INT Hudspeth 117°, 

. Fort Stockton, Tex., 274° radials;” is 
deleted and “8 miles wide INT El Paso 
112°, Hudspeth, Tex., 281° radials; 
Hudspeth; thence INT Hudspeth 109°, 
Fort Stockton, Tex., 284° radials;” is 
substituted therefor. 

6 . In the text of V-1628 in § 71.143 
(27 F.R. 220-38, November 10, 1962) 
“INT El Paso 132°, Hudspeth, Tex., 272° 
radials; Hudspeth; Culberson, Tex.; 
thence INT Culberson 090°, Midland, 
Tex., 243° radials; INT Midland 243°, 
Wink, Tex., 107° radials; 10 miles wide 
Midland; INT Midland 080°, Big Spring, 
Tex., 139° radials;” is deleted and “INT 
El Paso 112°, Hudspeth, Tex., 281° 
radials; Hudspeth; INT Hudspeth 093°, 
Carlsbad, N. Mex., 204° radials; thence 


Pecos, Tex.; Midland, Tex.; 10 miles wide 
INT Midland 080°, Big Spring, Tex., 139° 
radials;” is substituted therefor. 

7. In § 71.203 (27 F.R. 220-157, Novem¬ 
ber 10, 1962) “Culberson, Tex.; V-222 SE 
bound, V-66.” is deleted and “Pecos, 
Tex.” is added. 

8 . In § 71.205 (27 F.R. 220-165, Novem¬ 
ber 10, 1962) “Culberson, Tex.” is de¬ 
leted and “Pecos, Tex.” is added. 

These amendments shall become ef¬ 
fective 0001, e.s.t., February 6, 1964. 
(Sec. 307(a), 72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348) 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on October 
23, 1963. 

W. R. Andrews, 
Acting Chief, 

Airspace Utilization Division. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-11412; Filed, Oct. 29, 1963; 

8:45 a.m.] 


Chapter III—Federal Aviation Agency 

SUBCHAPTER C—AIRCRAFT REGULATIONS 

[Reg. Docket No. 1934; Arndt. 636] 

PART 507—AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

Marvel-Schebler MA4—5 Carburetors 

A proposal to amend Part 507 of the 
regulations of the Administrator to in¬ 
clude an airworthiness directive requir¬ 
ing the incorporation of a one-piece com¬ 
bination primary-main venturi on 
Marvel-Schebler MA4-5 carburetors was 
published in 28 F.R. 9827. 

Interested persons have been afforded 
an opportunity to participate in the mak¬ 
ing of the amendment. No objections 
were received. 

In consideration of the foregoing, and 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (25 F.R. 6489), 

§ 507.10(a) of Part 507 (14 CFR Part 
507), is hereby amended by adding the 
following new airworthiness directive: 

Marvel-Schebler. Applies to all MA4-5 car¬ 
buretors not having the one-piece com¬ 
bination primary and main venturi and 
used on the following: Continental 0-470 
Series engines installed in Cessna 180 
and 182 Series aircraft; Continental GO- 
300 Series engines installed in Cessna 
175 and 172 Series aircraft; Lycoming 
0-540 Series engines installed in Aero 
Commander 500 Series aircraft, Piper PA- 
23-250 Series aircraft and Piper PA-24 
Series aircraft; Lycoming 0-360 Series 
engines installed in Piper PA-24 Series 
aircraft, Beech 95 Series aircraft, and 
Mooney Mark 20 or 21 Series aircraft; 
and Franklin 6A4-165 Series engines in¬ 
stalled in Stinson 108 Series aircraft. 

Compliance required at next carburetor 
removal or overhaul of either the carburetor 
or engine, whichever occurs first after the 
effective date of this AD, on all carburetors 
not having the one-piece combination pri¬ 
mary and main venturi installed. Carbure¬ 
tors having the one-piece combination pri¬ 
mary and main venturi installed are iden¬ 
tified by the letter “V” stamped on the name¬ 
plate. 

The primary venturi may become loose re¬ 
sulting in wear of the primary venturi sup¬ 
port legs on the ends contacting the car¬ 
buretor body and at the retaining clip area. 
As a result, the retaining clips may become 
dislodged or dislocated and wear may pro¬ 
gress to the point the venturi becomes dis¬ 
lodged or dislocated. This can cause erratic 


engine operation or complete engine stoppage. 
To preclude this, accomplish the following 
Replace the existing primary and main 
venturi with a one-piece combination pri¬ 
mary and main venturi of the correct part 
number for the carburetor involved. When 
accomplished, stamp the letter “V” on the 
carburetor nameplate below the serial num¬ 
ber. 

(Marvel-Schebler Service Bulletin No. A4- 
63, Lycoming Service Bulletin No. 297, and 
Continental Motors Service Bulletin No. M63- 
18 cover this same subject.) 

This amendment shall become effec¬ 
tive December 2,1963. 

(Secs. 313(a), 601, 603; 72 Stat. 752, 775, 776; 
49 U.S.C. 1354(a),1421,1423) 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Octo¬ 
ber 23, 1963. 

G. S. Moore, 

Director, 

Flight Standards Service. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-11410; Filed, Oct. 29, 1963; 
8:45 a.m.] 


[Reg. Docket No. 1932; Arndt. 635] 

PART 507—AIRWORTHINESS 
DIRECTIVES 

Piaggio Model P.166 Aircraft 

A proposal to amend Part 507 of the 
regulations of the Administrator to in¬ 
clude an airworthiness directive requir¬ 
ing modification of the main landing 
gear shock absorbers on Piaggio Model 
P.166 aircraft was published in 28 F.R. 
9827. ~ ^ 

Interested persons have been afforded 
an opportunity to participate in the 
making of the amendment. No objec¬ 
tions were received. 

In consideration of the foregoing, and 
pursuant to the authority delegated to 
me by the Administrator (25 F.R. 6489), 
§ 507.10(a) of Part 507 (14 CFR Part 
507), is hereby amended by adding the 
following new airworthiness directive: 

Piaggio. Applies to all Model P.166 aircraft. 

Compliance required within 50 hours’ 
time in service after the effective date of 
this AD. 

As a result of failures of the main landing 
gear shock absorber the following modifica¬ 
tions must be accomplished in the manner 
specified in Piaggio Service Bulletin 166-25A. 

(a) Install Teflon sealing gasket P/N 
4/22015.52 on inner ring nut of shock ab¬ 
sorber casing. 

(b) Replace light alloy piston bottom witn 
steel P/N 4/22015.55. 

(c) Replace the present ring nut witn 

P/N 4/22015.56. . 

(d) Shock absorbers modified as specified 

herein shall have a letter “D” placed on 
the nameplate. . 

(e) Shock absorbers modified as specified 
herein shall be overhauled every 1,200 hours 
time in service or every 2 years, whicheve 
occurs first. 

This amendment shall become effective 
December 2, 1963. 

(Secs. 313(a), 601, 603; 72 Stat. 752, 775. 776, 
49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421, 1423) 

Issued in Washington D.C., on October 
23, 1963. 

G. S. Moore, 

Director, 

Flight Standards Service- 

[F.R. Doc. 63-11411; Filed, Oct. 29, 1 963: 

8:45 a.m.] 
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Title 19-CUSTOMS DUTIES 

Chapter I—Bureau of Customs, 
Department of the Treasury 

[T.D. 56031] 

PART 15—RELIEF FROM DUTIES ON 
MERCHANDISE LOST, STOLEN, DE¬ 
STROYED, INJURED, ABANDONED, 
OR SHORT-SHIPPED 

Shortage of Imported Merchandise 

Customs Form 4381, Permit to Release 
Perishable Merchandise Upon Written 
Acknowledgment of Full Delivery There¬ 
of, has been abolished. The following 
amendment is made to delete a refer¬ 
ence to the above-mentioned form and to 
substitute a general reference to forms 
currently in use. 

Section 15.10(b)(2) is amended to 
read as follows: 

(2) Should an application filed in ac¬ 
cordance with subparagraph (1) of this 
paragraph be withdrawn, the merchan¬ 
dise involved shall thereafter be released 
upon presentation of an appropriate 
permit. 

(R.S. 251, sec. 624, 46 Stat. 759; 19 U.S.C. 66, 
1624) 

[seal] Philip Nichols, Jr., 

Commissioner of Customs. 

Approved: October 22, 1963. 

James A. Reed, 

Assistant Secretary of the 
Treasury. 

(F.R. Doc. 63-11466; Filed, Oct. 29, 1963; 
8:48 a.m.] 


Title 22—FOREIGN RELATIONS 


em Hemisphere not named in section 
101(a) (27) (C) of the Act, who has his 
residence in British, French or Nether¬ 
lands territory, or in an independent 
country not named in section 101(a) 
(27) (C), located in the adjacent islands 
of the Caribbean area, and who is pro¬ 
ceeding to Puerto Rico or the Virgin Is¬ 
lands of the United States, or who is 
proceeding to the United States as an 
agricultural worker. 

Effective date. The amendments to 
the regulations contained in this order 
shall become effective upon publication 
in the Federal Register. 

The provisions of section 4 of the Ad¬ 
ministrative Procedure Act (60 Stat. 238; 
5 U.S.C. 1003) relative to notice of pro¬ 
posed rule making are inapplicable to 
this order because the regulations con¬ 
tained herein involve foreign affairs 
functions of the United States. 

Dated: October 14,1963. 

Charles H. Mace, 
Acting Administrator, Bureau of 
Security and Consular Af¬ 
fairs, Department of State. 

Dated: October 23,1963. 

Raymond F. Farrell, 
Commissioner of Immigration 
and Naturalization, Immigra¬ 
tion and Naturalization Serv¬ 
ice, Department of Justice. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-11425; Filed, Oct. 29, 1963; 

8:45 a.m.] 


. [Departmental Regulation 108.500] 

PART 41—VISAS: DOCUMENTATION 
OF NONIMMIGRANTS UNDER THE 
IMMIGRATION AND NATIONALITY 
ACT 


Chapter I—Department of State 

[Departmental Regulation 108.499] 

PART 41—VISAS: DOCUMENTATION 
OF NONIMMIGRANTS UNDER THE 
IMMIGRATION AND NATIONALITY 
ACT, AS AMENDED 


Nonimmigrant Documentary Waivers 

^ art 41, Chapter I, Title 22 of the 
Wde of Federal Regulations is amended 
w extend the waiver of visa requirements 
Provided by § 41.6(b) to nationals of cer¬ 
tain adjacent islands which are inde¬ 
pendent countries, who reside in the ad- 
am? n V islands of Caribbean area, 
nrfu 0 are proceeding to Puerto Rico 
Stnf 6 Virgin Islands of the United 
Unif^ J? r who are Proceeding to the 
tea States as agricultural workers. 

tn ^ P J ragraph of § 41.6 is amended 
10 read as follows: 

§ 41 6 tv 

Nonimmigrants not required to 
present passports, visas, or border. 
cr ossmg identification cards. 


* * * * 

Until British > French and Netherland 
jarpJl.: and nationals of certain ad 
are iyifi lSlan ^ s ^e Caribbean whic) 
not ?* evenden t countries. A visa shal 
Nether^ 6 ^ 1 ^ of a British, French o; 
of an irT,r ds national > or of a nationa 
^dependent country of the West- 


Nonimmigrant Documentary Waivers 

Part 41, Chapter I, Title 22 of the Code 
of Federal Regulations is being amended 
(1) to provide a waiver of visa and pass¬ 
port requirements for Mexican nationals 
entering solely for the purpose of apply¬ 
ing for a Mexican passport or other of¬ 
ficial Mexican documents at a Mexican 
consular office on the United States side 
of the border and (2) to delete a pres¬ 
ently inoperative waiver of visa require¬ 
ments for Cuban nationals employed as 
crewmen on aircraft belonging to Cuban 
companies formerly authorized to engage 
in commercial transportation with the 
United States. 

1. Section 41.6(c) is amended to read 
as follows: 

§ 41.6 Nonimmigrants not required to 
present passports, visas, or border¬ 
crossing identification cards. 

* * * * * 

(c) Mexican nationals. A visa and a 
passport shall not be required of a Mexi¬ 
can national who is a military or civilian 
official or employee of the Mexican na¬ 
tional, state, or municipal government, or 
of a member of the family of any such 
official or employee; or is in possession of 
a border-crossing card on Form 1-186 
and is applying for admission in accord¬ 
ance with the terms thereon and the 
provisions of 8 CFR 212.6; or is entering 
solely for the purpose of applying for a 


Mexican passport or other official Mexi¬ 
can document at a Mexican consular 
office on the United States side of the 
border. A visa shall not be required of 
a Mexican national who is a crewman 
employed on an aircraft belonging to a 
Mexican company authorized to engage 
in commercial transportation into the 
United States; or is proceeding to the 
United States as an agricultural worker 
pursuant to Title V of the Agricultural 
Act of 1949, as amended. 

2. Section 41.6 is also amended by de¬ 
leting paragraph (d) Cuban nationals 
and by redesignating present paragraph 
(g) as paragraph (d). 

Effective date. The regulations con¬ 
tained in this order shall become effective 
upon publication in the Federal Register. 

The provisions of section 4 of the Ad¬ 
ministrative Procedure Act (60 Stat. 238; 
5 U.S.C. 1003) relative to notice of pro¬ 
posed rule making and delayed effective 
date are inapplicable to this order be¬ 
cause the regulations contained therein 
involve foreign affairs functions of the 
United States. 

Dated: October 14,1963. 

Charles H. Mace, 
Acting Administrator, Bureau 
of Security and Consular Af¬ 
fairs, Department of State. 

Dated: October 23,1963. 

Raymond F. Farrell, 
Commissioner of Immigration 
and Naturalization, Immigra¬ 
tion and Naturalization Serv¬ 
ice, Department of Justice. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-11426; Filed, Oct. 29, 1963; 

8:45 a.m.] 

Title 28—JUDICIAL 
ADMINISTRATION 

Chapter I—Department of Justice 

PART 43—RECOVERY OF COST OF 
HOSPITAL AND MEDICAL TREAT¬ 
MENT FURNISHED BY THE UNITED 
STATES 

Cross Reference: For establishment 
and determination of certain rates for 
use in connection with recovery from 
tortiously liable third persons, see F.R. 
Doc. 63-11387, Bureau of the Budget, 28 
F.R. 11517, October 29, 1963. 


Title 29—LABOR 

Chapter V—Wage and Hour Division, 
Department of Labor 

MISCELLANEOUS AMENDMENTS TO 
SUBCHAPTER 

Minimum Wages in Puerto Rico 

Pursuant to the Fair Labor Standards 
Act of 1938 (29 U.S.C. 201 et seq.), Reor¬ 
ganization Plan No. 6 of 1950 (3 CFR 
1949-53 Comp., p. 1004), and General 
Order No. 45-A of the Secretary of Labor 
(15 F.R. 3290), I hereby amend 29 CFR 
Chapter V as set forth below to reflect 
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the increases in minimum wage rates in 
Puerto Rico which become effective be¬ 
tween November 3, 1963 and March 13, 
1964, under Proviso (1) of paragraph 
6 (c) of the Act. 

As these amendments involve no ele¬ 
ment of discretion, notice and public 
procedure thereon are found to be un¬ 
necessary. 

PART 619—ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGE 
AND INDUSTRIAL ALCOHOL INDUS¬ 
TRY IN PUERTO RICO 

1. Effective November 3, 1963, 29 CFR 
619.2(a)(1) is amended to read as fol¬ 
lows: 

§ 619.2 Wage rates.. 

***** 

(a) (1) General classification. $1.25 
an hour. 


PART 688—ARTIFICIAL FLOWER, 
DECORATION, AND PARTY FAVOR 
INDUSTRY IN PUERTO RICO 

2. Effective November 3, 1963, 29 CFR 
688.2 is amended to read as follows: 

§ 688.2 Wage rates. 

The artificial flower, decoration, and 
party favor industry in Puerto Rico is 
divided into two classifications. Wages 
at rates not less than those prescribed 
in this section shall be paid under sub¬ 
section 6(c) of the Fair Labor Standards 
Act of 1938 by every employer to each 
of his employees in each of the classifi¬ 
cations in the artificial flower, decora¬ 
tion, and party favor industry in Puerto 
Rico who in any workweek is engaged 
in commerce or in the production of 
goods for commerce or is employed in 
an enterprise engaged in commerce or 
the production of goods for commerce as 
those terms are defined in section 3 of 
the Act. 

(a) General classification. (1) The 
minimum wage for this classification is 
87.5 cents an hour. 

(2) This classification applies to all 
activities of employees in the artificial 
flower, decoration, and party favor in¬ 
dustry in Puerto Rico to whom section 6 
of the Act applies without reference to 
the Fair Labor Standards Amendments 
of 1961. 

(b) New coverage classification. (1) 
The minimum wage for this classifica¬ 
tion is 85 cents an hour. 

(2) This classification applies to all 
activities of employees in the artificial 
flower, decoration, and party favor in¬ 
dustry in Puerto Rico to whom section 
6 of the Act applies only by reason of 
the Fair Labor Standards Amendments 
of 1961. 


PART 661—BANKING, INSURANCE, 
AND FINANCE INDUSTRY IN 
PUERTO RICO 

3. Effective November 3, 1963, 29 CFR 
661.2(a) is amended to read as follows: 
§ 661.2 Wage rales. 

(a) Wages at a rate of not less than 
$1.25 an hour shall be paid under section 
6 (c) of the Fair Labor Standards Act of 


1938 by every employer to each of his 
employees in the general classification 
of the banking, insurance, and finance 
industry in Puerto Rico who in any 
workweek is engaged in commerce or 
in the production of goods for com¬ 
merce, and this classification shall be 
defined as all activities included in the 
definition of the banking, insurance, and 
finance industry in Puerto Rico, when 
performed by employees who would have 
been subject to section 6 of the Act prior 
to the 1961 Amendments. 


PART 616—BUTTON, JEWELRY, AND 
LAPIDARY WORK INDUSTRY IN 
PUERTO RICO 

4. Effective November 3, 1963, 29 CFR 
616.2 is amended to read as follows: 

§ 616.2 Wage rales. 

The button, jewelry, and lapidary 
work industry in Puerto Rico is divided 
into nine classifications. Wages at rates 
not less than those prescribed in this 
section shall be paid under subsection 
6 (c) of the Fair Labor Standards Act of 
1938 by every employer to each of his 
employees in each of the classifications 
in the button, jewelry, and lapidary work 
industry in Puerto Rico who in any work¬ 
week is engaged in commerce or in the 
production of goods for commerce or is 
employed in an enterprise engaged in 
commerce or in the production of goods 
for commerce as those terms are defined 
in section 3 of the Act. 

(a) Previously covered classifications. 
The classifications in this paragraph (a) 
apply to all activities of employees in the 
button, jewelry, and lapidary work in¬ 
dustry in Puerto Rico to whom section 6 
of the Act applies without reference to 
the Fair Labor Standards Amendments 
of 1961. 

(1) Rosary and native jewelry classi¬ 
fication. (i) The minimum wage for 
this classification is 58.5 cents an hour. 

(ii) This classification is defined as the 
assembling of rosaries and the manu¬ 
facture of novelty jewelry from materials 
wholly or in major part of local origin 
such as seeds, shells, natural fibers, and 
similar materials. 

(2) Hair ornaments classification, (i) 
The minimum wage for this classification 
is 95 cents an hour. 

(ii) This classification is defined as 
the manufacture of hair ornaments such 
as combs, clips, or barrettes decorated 
or ornamented with precious metals or 
with natural or imitation stones or 
pearls. 

(3) Hair accessories classification, (i) 
The minimum wage for this classifica¬ 
tion is 90 cents an hour. 

(ii) This classification is defined as 
the manufacture from any material of 
bobby pins, hair clips, hair curlers, hair 
wavers, and other hair accessories, and 
the manufacture of hair ornaments 
other than those decorated or orna¬ 
mented with precious metals or with 
natural or imitation stones or pearls. 

(4) Button and buckle classification. 
(i) The minimum wage for this classifi¬ 
cation is 78.5 cents an hour. 


(ii) This classification is defined as 
the manufacture from any material of 
buttons and buckles. 

(5) Gem stone , industrial jewel and 
precious jewelry classification, (i) The 
minimum wage for this classification is 
$1.25 an hour. 

(ii) This classification is defined as 
the sawing, cutting, grinding, polishing, 
and other processing of gem diamonds, 
other precious and semiprecious stones, 
synthetic stones used for decorative pur¬ 
poses, and natural or synthetic jewels 
for industrial use, including but without 
limitation, jewel bearings, industrial 
diamonds, and the processing of precious 
and synthetic stones as components of 
phonograph needles and the attachment 
of such jewels to metal photograph 
needle components, but not including the 
production of such metal components; 
and the manufacture of jewelry and 
other personal ornaments from precious 
metals with or without precious stones. 

(6) Metal expansion watch band 
classification, (i) The minimum wage 
for this classification is $1,085 an hour. 

(ii) This classification is defined as 
the fabrication or partial fabrication of 
metal expansion bands or expansion 
bracelets for watches or other uses. 

(7) Plastic costume jewelry classifica¬ 
tion. (i) The minimum wage for this 
classification is 78.5 cents an hour. 

(ii) This classification is defined as 
the manufacture or assembly of all types 
of costume jewelry and jewelry findings 
made wholly or in major part from plas¬ 
tic materials, and including the pearliz- 
ing of buttons, beads, and costume jew¬ 
elry and the stringing of pearlized 
beads. 

(8) General classification. (i) The 
minimum wage for this classification is 
83.5 cents an hour. 

(ii) This classification is defined as 
the manufacture of all products not spe¬ 
cifically included in any other classifica¬ 
tion of this industry. 

(b) New coverage classification. (D 
The minimum wage for this classifica¬ 
tion is 77 cents an hour. 

(2) This classification is defined as all 
activities of employees in the industry 
to whom section 6 of the Act applies 
only by reason of the Fair Labor Stand¬ 
ards Amendments of 1961. 


PART 670—CHEMICAL, PETROLEUM, 
AND RELATED PRODUCTS INDUS¬ 
TRY IN PUERTO RICO 

5. Section 670.2 is revised to read as 
follows. The provisions of paragraph 
(e) shall become effective November * 
1963. The other provisions shall becom 
effective December 5,1963. 


§ 670.2 Wage rates. 

The chemical, petroleum, and related 
products industry in Puerto Ri c0 1S ' 
vided into seven classifications, 
at rates not less than those prescribe 
this section shall be paid under se 
6 (c) of the Fair Labor Standards Act 
1938 by every employer to each ° 
employees in each of the classifies, is 
in the industry who in any workv L oC iuc- 
engaged in commerce or in the pi 
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tion of goods for commerce or Is em- 
ployed in an enterprise engaged in com¬ 
merce or in the production of goods for 
commerce. Such classifications and 
minimum rates shall be: 

(a) (1) Drugs, medicines , bay oil, aro¬ 
matic alcohol , and toilet preparations 
classification. 96 cents an hour. 

(2) This classification is defined as 
the manufacture of drugs, medicines, 
bay oil, aromatic alcohol, perfumes, cos¬ 
metics, and other toilet preparations. 

(b) (1) Miscellaneous chemical and 
•petroleum products classification. $1,185 
an hour. . 

(2) This classification is defined as 
the mining, other extraction, or manu¬ 
facture of all chemical and allied prod¬ 
ucts except those included in other clas¬ 
sifications of this industry; and the 
manufacture of all petroleum and coal 
products. 

(c) (1) Bay oil and aromatic alcohol 
new coverage classification. 95 cents an 
hour. 

(2) This classification is defined as 
the manufacture of bay oil and aromatic 
alcohol by employees covered by the Act 
only by reason of the Fair Labor Stand¬ 
ards Amendments of 1961. 

(d) (1) General new coverage classi¬ 
fication. $1.00 an hour. 

(2) This classification is defined as all 
activities of employees covered by the 
Act only by reason of the Fair Labor 
Standards Amendments of 1961, except 
those included in the bay oil and aro¬ 
matic alcohol new coverage classifica¬ 
tion. 

(e) (1) Agricultural chemicals , fertil¬ 
izer mixing , hormones , antibiotics , and 
adrenalin, petroleum refining, and pipe¬ 
line coating tapes classification. $1.25 

an hour. 

(2) This classification is defined as 
consisting of the following: The manu¬ 
facture of fertilizer materials of nitro¬ 
gen, phosphoric acid, and potash, includ- 
mg the manufacture of sulphuric acid 
primarily as an integrated part of the 
Production of agricultural chemicals; 
the manufacture or mixing of commer¬ 
cial fertilizers; the manufacture of hor- 
m ones, antibiotics, and adrenalin; the 
refining from petroleum of gasoline, fuel, 
and lubricating oils, and the making of 
related petroleum refinery products (but 
excluding products in paragraphs (a), 
"jh, (c), and (d) of this section); and 
pipeline coating tapes made of asphalt, 
c °al tar, and wax. 

Oil well drilling classification. 

51.25 an hour. 

^i 2 w This classification is defined as 
of a11 activities connected 
t * the exploration, drilling, and ex- 
10n of crude Petroleum and natural 


inorganic chemi¬ 


ses 


industrial 
ca s- $1.15 an hour. 

cnniL Thls classification is defined a. 
trini • mg .the manufacture of indus- 
drnpv!i n °^ ganic chemicals, including hy- 
anri nfu llc acid 811(1 sulphate of potash, 
Prnrin!?- er industr ial chemicals, and the 
not nr^i° n su lPhuric acid when it is 
Prorin^ Uced 85 an integral part of the 
etion of agricultural chemicals. 

No. 212- 2 


PART 610—CHILDREN’S DRESS AND 
RELATED PRODUCTS INDUSTRY IN 
PUERTO RICO 

6. Effective November 3, 1963, 29 CFR 
610.2(b) (1) is amended to read as fol¬ 
lows: 

§ 610.2 Wage rates. 

* * * A * 

(b) (1) Other operations classifica¬ 
tion. 95 cents an hour. 


part 671—COMMUNICATIONS, 
UTILITIES, AND TRANSPORTATION 
INDUSTRY IN PUERTO RICO 

7. Effective November 3, 1963, 29 CFR 

671.2 is amended to read as follows: 

§671.2 Wage rates. 

The communications, utilities, and 
transportation industry in Puerto Rico is 
divided into three classifications. Wages 
at rates not less than those prescribed 
in this section shall be paid under sub¬ 
section 6(c) of the Fair Labor Standards 
Act of 1938 by every employer to each 
of his employees in each of the classifica¬ 
tions in the communications, utilities, 
and transportation industry in Puerto 
Rico who in any workweek is engaged in 
commerce or in the production of goods 
for commerce or is employed in an en¬ 
terprise engaged in commerce or in the 
production of goods for commerce as 
those terms are defined in section 3 of 
the Act. 

(a) Other workers in motor carrier 
transport and express classification. (1) 
The minimum wage for this classifica¬ 
tion is $1,125 an hour. 

(2) This classification is defined as 
the work or operations performed by all 
workers other than drivers, mechanics, 
and clerical workers (defined as consist¬ 
ing of the work or operations performed 
by drivers or operators of all motor 
vehicles, including fork-lift trucks; me¬ 
chanics, body repairmen, solderers, and 
tinsmiths; and dispatcher and clerical 
workers) engaged in the transportation 
of property for compensation including 
pickup and delivery, and activities di¬ 
rectly related to the transportation of 
property by motor vehicle for compensa¬ 
tion and consolidating, forwarding, 
packing, crating, and boxing goods for 
shipment. 

(b) General classification. (1) The 
minimum wage for this classification is 
$1.25 an hour. 

(2) This classification is defined as all 
activities included in the communica¬ 
tions, utilities, and transportation in¬ 
dustry in Puerto Rico, except activities 
included in the other classifications of 
this industry. 

(c) New coverage classification. (1) 
The minimum wage for this classifica¬ 
tion is $1.00 an hour. 

(2) This classification is defined as all 
activities and operations of employees 
covered by section 6 of the Act only by 
reason of the Fair Labor Standards 
Amendments of 1961 in this industry. 


PART 672—CONSTRUCTION, BUSI¬ 
NESS SERVICE, MOTION PICTURE, 
AND MISCELLANEOUS INDUSTRY 

IN PUERTO RICO 

8. Effective November 3, 1963, 29 CFR 

672.2 is amended to read as follows: 

§ 672.2 Wage rates. 

The construction, business service, mo¬ 
tion picture and miscellaneous industry 
in Puerto Rico is divided into separate 
classifications. Wages at rates not less 
that those prescribed below shall be paid 
under section 6(c) of the Fair Labor 
Standards Act of 1938 by every employer 
to each of his employees in each of the 
classifications in the industry who in any 
workweek is engaged in commerce or in 
the production of goods for commerce or 
is employed in an enterprise engaged in 
commerce or in the production of goods 
for commerce. Such classifications and 
minimum rates shall be: 

(a) (1) Janitorial service classifica¬ 
tion. $1,185 an hour. 

(2) This classification is defined as the 
activity carried on by any business pro¬ 
viding office cleaning, floor waxing, and 
other janitorial services for industrial or 
commercial establishments, or for the 
consumer. 

(b) (1) General classification. $1.25 
an hour. 

(2) This classification is defined as all 
activities in the industry except those 
covered by paragraph (a) of this section 
or by section 6 of the Fair Labor Stand¬ 
ards Act only by reason of the Fair Labor 
Standards Amendments of 1961. 

(c) (1) General new-coverage classifi¬ 
cation. $1.00 an hour. 

(2) This classification is defined as all 
activities in the industry covered by sec¬ 
tion 6 of the Fair Labor Standards Act 
only by reason of the Fair Labor Stand¬ 
ards Amendments of 1961. 


part 614—CORSETS, BRASSIERES, 
AND ALLIED GARMENTS INDUSTRY 
IN PUERTO RICO 

9. Effective November 3, 1963, 29 CFR 
614.2(a)(1) is amended to read as fol¬ 
lows: 

§ 614.2 Wage rates. 

* * * * * 

(a) (1) General classification. $1,075 
an hour. 


PART 606—ELECTRICAL, INSTRU¬ 
MENT, AND RELATED PRODUCTS 
INDUSTRY IN PUERTO RICO 

10. Effective November 3,1963, 29 CFR 

606.2 (a)(1), and (b)(1) are amended, 
and effective March 13, 1964, 29 CFR 

606.2 (c)(1), (d)(1), and (e)(1) are 
amended to read as follows: 

§ 606.2 Wage rates. 

* * * * * 

(a)(1) Classification A. $1.25 an 
hour. 

* * * * * 
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(b)(1) 

Classification 

B. 

$1.25 

an 

hour. 

* 

* * 

* 

* 


(c) (1) 

Classification 

C. 

$1.25 

an 

hour. 

* 

* * 

* 

* 


(d)(1) 

Classification 

D. 

$1,125 

an 

hour. 

* 

* * 

* 

* 


(e)(1) 

Classification 

E. 

$1.85 

an 


hour. 


PART 690—FABRICATED PLASTIC 

PRODUCTS INDUSTRY IN PUERTO 

RICO 

11. Effective November 3, 1963, 29 
CFR 690.2(a) (1) is amended, and effec¬ 
tive March 12, 1964, 29 CFR 690.2 (b) (1), 

(c) (1), and (d) (1) are amended to read 
as follows: 

§ 690.2 Wage rates. 

***** 

(a) (1) Dinnerware, sprayer, and 
vaporizer classification. $1.25 an hour. 

***** 

(b) (1). Phonograph record classifica¬ 
tion. $1.20 an hour. 

***** 

(c) (1) Wall tile classification. $1.00 
an hour. 

***** 

(d) (1) General classification . 92.5 

cents an hour. 


PART 673—FOOD AND RELATED 
PRODUCTS INDUSTRY IN PUERTO 
RICO 

12. Effective November 3, 1963, 29 
CFR 673.2 (a)(1), (b)(1), (d)(1), and 

(e) (1) are amended to read as follows: 

§ 673.2 Wage rates. 

***** 

(a) (1) Yeast and canned tuna fish 
classification. $1.25 an hour. 

***** 

(b) (1) Biscuit and cracker classifica¬ 
tion. $1,185 an hour. 

***** 

(d) (1) Citron brining and fruit, 
vegetable, nut, and green coffee packing 
classification. 81 cents an hour. 

***** 

(e) (1) General classification. $1.06 
an hour. 


PART 675—LUMBER AND WOOD 
PRODUCTS INDUSTRY IN PUERTO 
RICO 

13. Effective November 3, 1963, 29 CFR 

675.2 (a)(1), (b)(1), (c)(1), and (d)(1) 
are amended to read as follows: 

§675.2 Wage rates. 

***** 

(a) (1) Carpet grippers classification. 
$1.25 an hour. 

***** 

(b) (1) Furniture and miscellaneous 
wood products classification. 87.5 cents 
an hour. 

***** 


(c) (1) Lumber, millwork, and balsa 
wood toys classification. $1.00 an hour. 

***** 

(d) (1) Swimming pool equipment 
classification. $1,125 an hour. 


PART 615—MEN’S AND BOYS’ 
CLOTHING AND RELATED PROD¬ 
UCTS INDUSTRY IN PUERTO RICO 

14. Effective November 3,1963, 29 CFR 

615.2 (a) (1) and (b) (1) are amended to 
read as follows: 

***** 

§ 615.2 Wage rates. 

***** 

(a) (1) Work clothing and separate 
trousers classification. $1.00 an hour. 

***** 

(b) (1) General classification. 93.5 
cents an hour. 


PART 604—METAL, MACHINERY, 

TRANSPORTATION EQUIPMENT 

AND ALLIED PRODUCTS INDUSTRY 
IN PUERTO RICO 

15. Effective November 3,1963, 29 CFR 

604.2 (a)(1) and (b)(1) are amended, 
and effective March 13, 1964, 29 CFR 

604.2 (c)(1), (d)(1), and (e)(1) are 
amended to read as follows: 

§ 604.2 Wage rates. 

***** 

(a) (1) Fabricated wire products clas¬ 
sification. $1.25 an hour. 

***** 

(b) (1) General classification. $1.25 
an hour. 

* * * 

(c) (1) Wire drawing 
$1.25 an hour. 

* * * 

(d) (1) Metal spring 
$1.22 an hour. 

* * * 

(e) (1) Slide fastener 
$1,185 an hour. 


PART 612—NEEDLEWORK AND FAB¬ 
RICATED TEXTILE PRODUCTS IN¬ 
DUSTRY IN PUERTO RICO 

16. Effective November 3, 1963, 29 CFR 

612.2 (a) (1) and (d) (1) are amended to 
read as follows: 

§612.2 Wage rates. 

***** 

(a) (1) Slacks and related products 
classification. $1,025 an hour. 

***** 

(d) (1) Other operations on crocheted 
hats classification. $1,025 an hour. 


PART 677—PAPER, PAPER PROD¬ 
UCTS, PRINTING, AND PUBLISHING 
INDUSTRY IN PUERTO RICO 

17. Effective November 3, 1963, 29 
CFR 677.2 (a)(1), (b)(1), and (c)(1) 
are amended to read as follows: 


§ 677.2 Wage rates. 

***** 

(a) (1) Pulp, paper, and paperboard, 
paper bag, daily newspaper and news 
syndicate, photoengraving, filing cards 
and indexes, fototype letters, paper for 
sanitary use, and commercial printing by 
the silk screen process classification. 
$1.25 an hour. 

***** 

(b) (1) Paper box and paper box par¬ 
tition classification. $1.25 an hour. 

***** 

(c) (1) General classification. $1,125 
an hour. 


PART 601—THE SHOE AND RELATED 
PRODUCTS INDUSTRY IN PUERTO 
RICO 

18. Effective November 26, 1963, 29 
CFR 601.2 is amended to read as follows: 

§ 601.2 Wage rates. 

Wages at a rate of not less than 82.5 
cents an hour shall be paid under section 
6(c) of the Fair Labor Standards Act of 
1938 by every employer to each of his 
employees in the shoe and related prod¬ 
ucts industry in Puerto Rico who in any 
workweek is engaged in commerce or in 
the production of goods for commerce or 
is employed in an enterprise engaged in 
commerce or in the production of goods 
for commerce. 


PART 678—STONE, CLAY, GLASS, CE¬ 
MENT, AND RELATED PRODUCTS 
INDUSTRY IN PUERTO RICO 

19. Effective November 3, 1963, 29 
CFR 678.2 (a)(1), (c)(1), and (g)(1) 
are amended, and effective December 15, 
1963, 29 CFR 678.2 (b)(1) and (d)(1) 
are amended to read as follows: 

§ 678.2 Wage rates. 

* * * * * 

(a) (1) Abrasive products, cement, dry 
cement mixes, glass and glass products , 
hot asphaltic plant mix, read-mix con¬ 
crete, concrete block and tile, concrete 
pipe, precast concrete construction com¬ 
ponents, structural clay products, ana 
ceramic floor and wall tile classification. 
$1.25 an hour. 

* * * * * 

(b) (1) Asbestos cement products, high 
purity silicon, and crushed stone, sand, 
and gravel classification. $1.25 an hour. 

***** 

(c) (1) Artificial teeth classification. 
$1.25 an hour. 

***** 

(d) (1) Vitreous and semi-vitreous 
china food utensils classification. 9*- 
cents an hour. 

***** 

(g)(1) General classification. $ 1>125 
an hour. 

PART 613—STRAW, HAIR, AND RE¬ 
LATED PRODUCTS INDUSTRY in 
PUERTO RICO 

20. Effective November 3,1963, 29 CFR 

613.2 is amended to read as follows: 


* * 

classification. 

* * 

classification. 

* * 

classification. 
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§ 613.2 Wage rates. 

The straw, hair, and related products 
industry in Puerto Rico is divided into 
four classifications. Wages at rates not 
less than those prescribed in this section 
shall be paid under subsection 6(c) of 
the Pair Labor Standards Act of 1938 by 
every employer to each of his employees 
in each of the classifications in the straw, 
hair, and related products industry in 
Puerto Rico who in any workweek is en¬ 
gaged in commerce or in the production 
of goods for commerce or is employed in 
an enterprise engaged in commerce or in 
the production of goods for commerce as 
those terms are defined in section 3 of 
the Act. 

(a) Previously covered classifications. 
The classifications in this paragraph (a) 
apply to all activities of employees in the 
straw, hair, and related products indus¬ 
try in Puerto Rico to whom section 6 of 
the Act applies without reference to the 
Fair Labor Standards Amendments of 
1961. 

(1) Hair piece and doll wig classifica¬ 
tion. (i) The minimum wage for this 
classification is 87.5 cents an hour. 

(ii) This classification is defined as 
the manufacture of hair pieces and doll 
wigs. 

(2) Artists ’ brush and native handi¬ 
craft products classification, (i) The 
minimum wage for this classification is 
65 cents an hour. 

(ii) This classification is defined as 
the manufacture of artists* brushes, hair 
pencils, and other miscellaneous brushes 
(excluding housepainting brushes, 
toothbrushes, shaving brushes, and 
other toilet, clothes, or household 
brushes); and the manufacture of 
handmade or handwoven products (in¬ 
cluding, but without limitation, hand¬ 
bags, mats, coasters, lamp and window 
shades, blinds, fans, and brooms) made 
wholly or chiefly of materials originat¬ 
ing in Puerto Rico, including straw, raf¬ 
fia, maguey, palm leaves, rushes, grasses, 
hair, hair bristles, feathers, and similar 
materials. 

(3) Hair and bristles processing and 
other straw, hair, and related products 
classification. (1) The minimum wage 
for this classification is 71 cents an hour. 

(ii) This classification is defined as 
Jhe processing of hair and bristles and 
i ma . nufacture of a11 Products in¬ 
cluded in the straw, hair, and related 
™cte industry in Puerto Rico not in- 
in . bair P iece and doll wig 
classification, the artists* brush and na- 
rwi, handicraft Products classification 
neW covera ^ e classification. 

(b) New coverage classification. (1) 

ic nt \ mmimuin wage for this classification 
fs 70 cents an hour. 

al/fV T — s classif fcation is defined as 
tirvn ? v !fi es of employees covered by sec- 
Fni^T 0 l the Act only by reason of the 
lqfii ; *5 0r Standards Amendments of 
mi in this industry. 


PA pL^"~ TEXTILE and TEXTILE 
RlCO >UCTS INDUSTRY IN PUERTO 

699 o i ESectiv e November 3,1963, 29 CFR 
‘ 15 a mended to read as follows: 


§ 699.2 Wage rates. 

The textile and textile products indus¬ 
try in Puerto Rico is divided into ten 
classifications. Wages at rates not less 
than those prescribed in this section shall 
be paid under subsection 6 (c) of the Fair 
Labor Standards Act of 1938 by every 
employer to each of his employees in 
each of the classifications in the textile 
and textile products industry in Puerto 
Rico who in any workweek is engaged in 
commerce or in the production of goods, 
for commerce or is employed in an enter¬ 
prise engaged in commerce or in the 
production of goods for commerce as 
those terms are defined in section 3 of 
the Act. 

(а) Previously covered classifications. 
The classifications in this paragraph (a) 
apply to all activities of employees in the 
textile and textile products industry in 
Puerto Rico to whom section 6 of the 
Act applies without reference to the Fair 
Labor Standards Amendments of 1961. 

(1) Mattress and pillow classification. 

(i) The minimum wage for this classifi¬ 
cation is $1.25 an hour. 

(ii) This classification is defined as 
the manufacture of mattresses and 
pillows. 

(2) Bag cleaning and repairing classi¬ 
fication. (i) The minimum wage for 
this classification is 75 cents an hour. 

(ii) This classification is defined as 
the cleaning, mending, and repairing of 
bags made from burlap, cotton, and 
other textile materials. 

(3) Multiple-needle power-driven ma¬ 
chine operations on hooked rugs classifi¬ 
cation. (i) The minimum wage for this 
classification is 95 cents an hour. 

(ii) This classification is defined as 
the punching or tufting in the manu¬ 
facture of hooked or punched rugs and 
carpeting with multiple-needle machines 
containing five or more needles, includ¬ 
ing the operation of the machine, the 
work of the assistant or helper thereon, 
and the work of the maintenance em¬ 
ployees who set up or repair these 
machines. 

(4) Other operations on hooked rugs 
classification, (i) The minimum wage 
for this classification is 72.5 cents an 
hour. 

(ii) This classification is defined as 
all operations and processes in the 
manufacture of hooked or punched rugs 
and carpeting except those included in 
the multiple-needle power-driven ma¬ 
chine operations on hooked rugs classifi¬ 
cation as defined in subparagraph ( 3 ) 
of this paragraph. 

(5) Yarn classification, (i) The mini¬ 
mum wage for this classification is 85 
cents an hour. 

(ii) This classification is defined as the 
spinning, throwing, twisting, winding, 
or spooling of yarn of all fibers in estab¬ 
lishments primarily engaged in produc¬ 
ing yarn as an end product. 

(б) Broad woven fabrics classification. 
(i) The minimum wage for this classi¬ 
fication is 85 cents an hour. 

(ii) This classification is defined as 
the weaving of fabrics of all fibers over 
12 inches in width. 

(7) General classification, (i) The 
minimum wage for this classification is 
85 cents an hour. 


(ii) This classification is defined as all 
services and the manufacture of all 
products included in the textile and 
textile products industry in Puerto Rico, 
except those products and activities in¬ 
cluded in any other classification of this 
industry. 

(b) New coverage classifications. The 
classifications in this paragraph (b) 
apply to all activities of employees in the 
textile and textile products industry to 
whom section 6 of the Act applies only 
by reason of the Fair Labor Standards 
Amendments of 1961. 

(1) Mattresses and bedsprings craft 
masters and supervisors new coverage 
classification, (i) The minimum wage 
for this classification is $ 1.00 hour. 

(ii) This classification is defined as the 
operations performed by craft masters 
and supervisors, as these terms are used 
in the trade, who are engaged in the 
manufacture of mattresses, bedsprings 
and boxsprings and who are covered by 
section 6 of the Act, only by reason of 
the Fair Labor Standards Amendments 
of 1961 in this industry. 

(2) Mattresses and bedsprings skilled 
workers new coverage classification. 
(i) The minimum wage for this classi¬ 
fication is $ 1.00 an hour. 

(ii) This classification is defined as the 
operations performed by skilled workers, 
as this term is used in the trade, who 
are engaged in the manufacture of mat¬ 
tresses, bedsprings, and boxsprings and 
who are covered by section 6 of the Act, 
only by reason of the Fair Labor Stand¬ 
ards Amendments of 1961. 

(3) General textile and textile prod¬ 
ucts new coverage classification. (i) 
The minimum wage for this classifica¬ 
tion is 85 cents an hour. 

(ii) This classification is defined as all 
activities of employees covered by section 
6 of the Act only by reason of the Fair 
Labor Standards Amendments of 1961 in 
the textile and textile products industry 
in Puerto Rico except those included in 
the mattresses and bedsprings craft 
masters and supervisors new coverage 
classification and the mattresses and 
bedsprings skilled workers new coverage 
classification. 


PART 683—WHOLESALING, WARE¬ 
HOUSING, AND OTHER DISTRIBU¬ 
TION INDUSTRY IN PUERTO RICO 

22 . Effective November 3, 1963, 29 
CFR 683.2(a)(1) is amended to read as 
follows: 

§ 683.2 Wage rates. 

* • * * * 

(a) General classification. ( 1 ) The 
minimum wage for this classification is 
$1.25 an hour. 

(Sec. 6, 52 Stat. 1062 as amended; 29 U.S.C. 
206) 

Signed at Washington, D.C., this 23d 
day of October 1963. 

Clarence T. Lundquist, 

Administrator. 

[PR. Doc. 63-11447; Filed, Oct. 29, 1963; 
8:47 am.] 
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PART 545—HOMEWORKERS IN THE 
FABRIC AND LEATHER GLOVE IN¬ 
DUSTRY; THE HANDKERCHIEF, 
SCARF, AND ART LINEN INDUSTRY; 
THE CHILDREN’S DRESS AND RE¬ 
LATED PRODUCTS INDUSTRY; THE 
WOMEN’S AND C H I L D R E N’S 
UNDERWEAR AND W O M E N’S 
BLOUSE INDUSTRY; THE NEEDLE¬ 
WORK AND FABRICATED TEXTILE 
PRODUCTS INDUSTRY; AND THE 
SWEATER AND KNIT SWIMWEAR 
INDUSTRY IN PUERTO RICO 

PART 681— HOMEWORKERS IN CER¬ 
TAIN INDUSTRIES IN PUERTO RICO 

Increased Piece Rates 

On September 13, 1963, notice propos¬ 
ing amendments to Schedule C of 29 
CFR 545.13 and 29 CFR 681.9 (b) and 
(c), concerning an increase in the piece 
rates for the button, jewelry, and lapi¬ 
dary work industry, the leather, leather 
goods, and related products industry, 
and the fabric and leather glove indus¬ 
try in Puerto Rico, was published in the 
Federal Register (28 F.R. 9948). In¬ 
terested persons were invited to submit 
written statements of data, views, and 


§ 645.10. 

2. As amended 29 CFR 681.9 (c) and 
(d) read as follows: 

§ 681.9 Minimum piece rates prescribed 
by the Administrator. 

***** 

(b) Piece rate for hand-braiding 
leather buttons . A minimum piece rate 
of 42 cents a gross shall be paid to 
homeworkers in Puerto Rico engaged in 
the hand-braiding of leather buttons, 24 
to 30 ligne, by the following method: 
Tying a braided knot around the tip of 
a finger, bringing the knot into a 
rounded button shape by pulling the 
ends of the strip, forming the button 
shank from the prepared shank end of 
the strip, and trimming the loose end by 
cutting off the excess leather, all opera¬ 
tions to be performed upon undegreased 
leather strips, each of which has been 
cut in advance to suitable dimensions so 
that one end may be formed into the 


argument regarding these amendments. 
None were submitted. Pursuant to par¬ 
agraph 6(a)(2) of the Fair Labor 
Standards Act of 1938 (29 U.S.C. 206 
(a)(2)), Reorganization Plan No. 6 of 
1950 (3 CFR 1949-53 Comp., p. 1004), 
and General Order No. 45-A of the Sec¬ 
retary of Labor (15 F.R. 3290), I hereby 
adopt the proposed amendments without 
change. 

As these amendments are for the pur¬ 
pose of increasing the piece rates in 
Schedule C of 29 CFR 545.13 and 29 CFR 
681.9 (b) and (c) to make them com¬ 
mensurate with increases in the mini¬ 
mum hourly wage rates now applicable 
under wage orders issued for the above 
named industries, good cause is found 
for making the amendments effective 
immediately upon publication in the 
Federal Register. 

Signed at Washington, D.C., this 22d 
day of October 1963. 

Clarence T. Lundquist, 

Administrator. 

1. As amended 29 CFR 545.13, Sched¬ 
ule C reads as follows: 

§ 545.13 Piece rates established in ac¬ 
cordance with § 545.9. 


button shank and the remainder braided 
to become the rounded button. 

(c) Piece rates for the hand-lacing of 
leather wallets, leather wallet covers, 
and plastic wallets. A minimum piece 
rate of 0.90 cent per dozen stitches shall 
be paid to homeworkers in Puerto Rico 
engaged in the hand-lacing, single stitch, 
with plastic lacing material, of leather 
wallets and leather wallet covers; a 
minimum piece rate of 2.22 cents per 
dozen stitches shall be paid to home¬ 
workers in Puerto Rico engaged in the 
hand-lacing, double stitch, with plastic 
lacing material, of leather wallets and 
leather wallet covers; and a minimum 
piece rate of 2.77 cents per dozen stitches 
shall be paid to homeworkers in Puerto 
Rico engaged in hand-lacing, double 
stitch, with plastic lacing material, of 
plastic wallets. 

(52 Stat. 1062, as amended; 29 U.S.C. 206) 

[F.R. Doc. 63-11424; Filed, Oct. 29, 1963; 

8:45 a.m.] 


Title 36— PARKS, FORESTS, 
AND MEMORIALS 

Chapter I—National Park Service, 
Department of the Interior 

PART 7—SPECIAL REGULATIONS RE¬ 
LATING TO PARKS AND MONU¬ 
MENTS 

Cape Cod National Seashore, Mass.; 
Special Regulations 

On pages 5523 and 5524 of the Federal 
Register of June 5, 1963, there was pub¬ 
lished a notice and text of a proposed 
amendment to Part 7 of Title 36, Code 
of Federal Regulations. The purpose of 
the amendment is to add a new section 
to Part 7 establishing suitable regula¬ 
tions for the use and enjoyment of the 
Cape Cod National Seashore by the pub¬ 
lic. 

Interested persons were given 30 days 
within which to submit written com¬ 
ments, suggestions, or objections with 
respect to the proposed amendment. No 
comments, suggestions, or objections 
have been received, and the proposed 
amendment is hereby adopted without 
change and is set forth below. This 
amendment shall become effective at 
the beginning of the 30th calendar day 
following the date of this publication in 
the Federal Register. 

The following regulations will apply 
to federally-owned lands within the 
boundaries of the Cape Cod National 
Seashore. 

A new section is added to Part 7, to 
read as follows: 

§ 7.67 Cape Cod National Seashore. 

(a) Hunting . (1) The killing, wound¬ 
ing, frightening, capturing or attempt¬ 
ing to kill, wound, frighten, or capture 
of any wild bird or animal is prohibited 
in any portion of Federally owned lands 
within the Seashore, except during the 
open hunting season prescribed by the 
State for protected species of waterfowl 
and upland game. 

(2) During the open season prescribed 
by the State, hunting of waterfowl and 
upland game is permitted on Federally 
owned lands within the Seashore in ac¬ 
cordance with all applicable Federal, 
State and local laws for the protection 
of wildlife, except in developed and/or 
concentrated public use areas and areas 
of scientific or historic interest desig¬ 
nated by the Superintendent which are 
marked on the ground and are desig¬ 
nated on a map of the Seashore which is 
available for inspection in the office of 
the Superintendent. 

(3) The carrying of loaded firearms 
or explosives is prohibited in developed 
and/or concentrated public use areas ana 
areas of scientific or historic interest, as 
marked on the ground and designated 
on a map of the Seashore which is avail¬ 
able for inspection in the office of tn 
Superintendent. In all other areas fire¬ 
arms or explosives shall not be used in a 
manner so as to endanger persons o 
property. 

(b) Fishing. (1) Fishing, including 
shellfishing by permit from the 
priate Town, on Federally owned lan 


Schedule C—Piece Rate Schedule for the Fabric and Leather Glove Industry in Puerto Rico 1 


No. 

Operation 

Ladies’ 
woven or 
knitted 
fabric 
gloves 

(1) 

Leather gloves 2 

Unit of payment 

Ladies’ 

(2) 

Men’s 

(3) 



Cents 

Cents 

Cents 


188 

Puttons slip stitches wit-h tap**-, 1 button per glove _ 



69.000 

Per dozen pairs. 

189 

Buttonholes, stitched in and outside, one buttonhole 



92.000 

Do. 

190 

per glove. 

Orede stitch 6 to 6 stitches per inch 

0.365 



Per inch. 

191 

Fgyptian stitch 5 t n 6 stitches per ineh 


0.631 


Do. 

192 

Feather sti teh fi to fi stitehes per inch _ 

.437 

.793 


Do. 

193 

Large stitch (husky), 5 to 6 stitches per inch_........ 



.567 

Do. 

194 

Regular stitch, 5 to 6 stitches per inch. 

.287 

.595 

.567 

Do. 

195 

Slip stitch, hem only, 5 to 6 stitches per inch. 

.185 

.407 

.407 

Do. 

196 

Slip stitch, reinforcement on slit, 5 to 6 stitches per 


.407 

.407 

Do. 


inch, when sewing has been faced on by machine. 





197 

Swagger stitch, 5 to 6 stitches per inch-- 

.287 

.595 

.567 

Do. 

198 

Whip stitch, 5 to 6 stitches per inch--- 

.287 

.595 

.567 

Do. 


1 Piece rates apply only to hand-sewing operations. For description of operations included under “hand-sewing”, 

see definitions in applicable section of the wage order. ,, , , , ,, , , 

2 The hourly minimum wage rates applicable to leather gloves are also applicable to combination leather and fabric 
gloves. However, piece rates for combination leather and fabric gloves must be set by employers in accordance with 
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and waters within the Seashore is per¬ 
mitted in accordance with all applicable 
Federal, State and local laws for the pro¬ 
tection of fish and other aquatic life, ex¬ 
cept that fishing is prohibited within 500 
feet of any established and designated 
bathing area during the periods in which 
such areas are in use for bathing as 
posted. 

(c) Swimming and water skiing. (1) 
Swimming and bathing are permitted in 
accordance with water safety measures 
specified by the Superintendent within 
the Federally owned lands within the 
National Seashore, except in waters, and 
at times, designated by the Superintend¬ 
ent by the posting of signs, as waters in 
which such activities are prohibited in 
the interest of public health, morals and 
safety and preservation of the area. 

(2) Swimming in waters under Fed¬ 
eral jurisdiction from unanchored boats 
is prohibited. Every boat shall carry at 
least one U.S. Coast Guard approved life 
preserver or other U.S. Coast Guard ap¬ 
proved life preserving device for each 
person on board, so placed as to be 
readily accessible at all times. All chil¬ 
dren under 12 years of age, when in small 
boats under way (boats under 18' in 
length), shall wear U.S. Coast Guard ap¬ 
proved life jackets at all times. The use 
of rafts, rubber tubes and other flota¬ 
tion devices as swimming accessories in 
the water is prohibited. 

(3) Water skiing is permitted in 
designated bay waters under the juris¬ 
diction of the Seashore in accordance 
with applicable State and local laws. 
Water skiers when in tow shall wear a 
life belt or a life saving device approved 
by the U.S. Coast Guard. Motorboats 
towing skiers must carry an observer in 
addition to the operator of the boat. 

(d) Camping and fires. (1) Camping 
is permitted in designated campgrounds 
only. 


(2) Campfires or any other type of 
^ res are P rohi kited, except when 

authorized by special permit issued by 
me Superintendent or his representative. 
This paragraph shall not apply to stoves 
Usi ng gas or other manufactured fuels 
0r ,? cb arcoal grills when these are used 
ln designated picnic areas or on sandy 
or rocky beaches bordering on tidewater. 

(3) N ° fi res for any purpose are per¬ 
mitted within the designated limits of 
a detected bathing beach. 

(e) Commercial operations. (1) A 
Permit or contract issued by the Na- 
Par k Service is required for the 
Federal kf d^ commercial °P era tion on 

h A 2) T* 16 °P eration of commercial ve- 
for the P ur P°se of transporting 
n£S, along the beach on Federally 
npr , d . nds will be in accordance with 
issued by the Superintendent. 
anri 6 f S ° Ver Federa hy owned lands to 
thp i rom th ? beach and travel through 
mflri/^ nes wil1 be over designated and 
marlin rou } es on ly. Driving outside 
ine' 5 i rou ^s, or so-called “dune driv- 
vehiniL S pr °bihited. In addition to the 
Perm if ? ermit specified above, a guide 
shall k lssued by the Superintendent 
comL" r ? quired for each driver of a 
carrvm * 1 pass enger-carrying vehicle, 
Federal passen gers for a fare within the 
area of the Seashore. Such 


permit will be issued by the Superin¬ 
tendent upon a showing that the appli¬ 
cant possesses adequate knowledge of 
the Seashore’s road system and points of 
interest, and has complied with all appli¬ 
cable State and Federal regulations. A 
fee, as set forth in § 6.3(j) of this chap¬ 
ter, will be charged for the commercial 
vehicle and guide permits. 

(3) Failure to comply with the terms 
of any permit issued for the operation 
of commercial vehicles shall result in 
immediate cancellation of the permit 
and the Superintendent may deny the 
permittee a similar permit for a maxi¬ 
mum period of one year from date of 
such cancellation. 

(f) Private motor vehicle operation. 
Privately owned motor vehicles, includ¬ 
ing beach buggies not used for commer¬ 
cial purposes, may be operated in certain 
designated and marked portions of the 
Federally owned Seashore after issuance 
of a permit therefor, which may be ob¬ 
tained at the nearest Ranger Station. 
The portions of the Seashore open to this 
use will vary from season to season and 
current open areas may be seen on a 
map available for inspection in the near¬ 
est Ranger Station. Access to and from 
the beach will be over designated and 
marked routes only. Driving off estab¬ 
lished routes, or so-called “dune-driv¬ 
ing”, is prohibited. 

(g) Vehicular travel on Federally 
owned beaches. (1) Every vehicle driven 
within the Seashore must carry and dis¬ 
play a current registration plate (license 
plate) of the State in which it has been 
registered. 

(2) Sitting or standing on fenders, 
tailgates, roofs or any other position 
outside of vehicles while they are in 
motion is prohibited. 

(3) Vehicles must be operated in es¬ 
tablished tracks and avoid making new 
tracks except when necessary. 

(4) A vehicle may not be parked with¬ 
in 20 feet of the track normally traveled. 

(5) When two vehicles approach from 
opposite directions in the same track, the 
operator of the vehicle with the water 
to his left is required to yield or turn out 
of the track. 

(h) Sanitation; litter. (1) Garbage, 
papers, or refuse of any kind shall not 
be thrown or left on or along roads; in 
camping or picnic areas; or on any other 
Federally owned lands within the Sea¬ 
shore. No waste, garbage or litter is to 
be burned or buried on the beaches or in 
the dune area. No glass containers or 
tin cans will be permitted within the 
designated limits of a protected bathing 
beach. All garbage and litter must be 
taken to the nearest garbage or trash 
receptacle or taken away. 

(2) The pollution of any stream, pond 
or other waters by the disposal of sew¬ 
age, kitchen wastes, washing of vehicles 
or by any other means is prohibited. 

(i) Dogs, cats or other pets . Dogs, 
cats and other pets must be kept on a 
leash not longer than 10 feet or under 
other restraint when in any camping 
areas, other developed areas, or areas of 
visitor concentration. Dogs, cats and 
other pets are not permitted in public 
eating places, picnic areas or swimming 
beaches at any time. 


(j) Aircraft. (1) The Provincetown 
Landing Field is the only landing site 
designated for use of land-based air¬ 
craft in the Federally owned areas of the 
Seashore. 

(2) Float-equipped aircraft may land 
on Federally controlled coastal water 
areas in accordance with Federal, State 
and local laws and regulations. The use 
of inland ponds and lakes for aircraft 
landing is prohibited in the Federally 
owned sections of the Seashore within 
Provincetown and Truro except in an 
emergency. The use of inland ponds 
and lakes for aircraft landing, in the re¬ 
mainder of the Federally owned areas of 
the Seashore will be in accordance with 
State and local regulations. 

(k) Horseback riding. Equestrian 
travel is limited to established bridle 
paths and unsurfaced roads as posted 
and as designated on a map which is 
available for inspection in the office of 
the Superintendent. Cross-country and 
“dunes” riding is prohibited. 

(l) Motorboats. (1) Motorboats or 
other motor-propelled crafts are pro¬ 
hibited from all ponds and lakes in that 
portion of the Seashore in Federal 
ownership. 

(2) Motorboat use in the remainder of 
the Seashore will be in accordance with 
Federal, State and local regulations. 

(m) Indecent exposure. (1) Ob¬ 
scene or indecent exposure by any male 
or female of his or her person or their 
persons on any Federally owned lands 
and waters or buildings open to the pub¬ 
lic within the Seashore is prohibited. 

(2) The changing of clothing except in 
buildings provided for that purpose is 
prohibited. 

(39 Stat. 535; 16 U.S.C. 3) 

Robert F. Gibbs, 
Superintendent, 

Cape Cod National Seashore. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-11422; Filed, Oct. 29, 1963; 

8:45 a.m.] 

Title 38—PENSIONS, BONUSES, 
AND VETERANS’ RELIEF 

Chapter I—Veterans Administration 
PART 3—ADJUDICATION 

Subpart D—Waiver of 
Overpayments 

Standards for Waiver 

In § 3.1904, the introductory portion 
immediately preceding paragraph (a) is 
amended to read as follows: 

§ 3.1904 Standards for waiver. 

Waiver of recovery of an overpayment 
may not be authorized unless it is estab¬ 
lished that the overpayment was not due 
to any fault on the part of the payee 
and, in addition, that recovery would 
defeat the purpose of the benefits other¬ 
wise payable or that recovery would be 
contrary to the principles of equity and 
good conscience. Determinations will 
be based on the facts in the individual 
case. 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


(72 Stat. 1114; 38 U.S.C. 210) 

This VA regulation is effective the 
date of approval. 

Approved: October 25,1963. 

By direction of the Administrator. 

[seal] W. J. Driver, 

Deputy Administrator. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-11446; Filed, Oct. 29, 1963; 
8:47 ajn.] 

Title 41—PUBLIC CONTRACTS 

Chapter 9—Atomic Energy 
Commission 


sec. 205 of the Federal Property and Admin¬ 
istrative Services Act of 1949, as amended, 63 
Stat. 390, 40 U.S.C. 486. 

§ 9-4.5100 Scope of subpart. 

This subpart sets forth policies and 
procedures applicable to the negotiation 
and administration of fixed-price and 
cost-type Washington-designated con¬ 
tracts for off-site basic research with 
educational institutions. However, to 
the extent that they are appropriate, 
these procedures may be followed in 
Washington-designated research and 
development contracts for off-site applied 
research, and also for basic or applied 
research with other “not-for-profit” 
institutions. 


PART 9-4—SPECIAL TYPES AND 
METHODS OF PROCUREMENT 


Subpart 9-4.51—W ashington- 
Designated Research and Develop¬ 
ment Contracts With Educational 
Institutions 


Sec. 

9-4.5100 

9-4.5101 

9-4.5102 

9-4.5103 

9-4.5104 

9—4.5105 

9-4.5106 

9-4.5106-1 

9-4.5106-2 

9-4.5106-3 

9-4.5106-4 

9-4.5106-5 

9-4.5106-6 

9-4.5106-7 

9-4.5106-8 

9-4.5107 

9-4.5107-1 

9-4.5107-2 

9-4.5107-3 

9-4.5108 

9-4.5109 

9-4.5109-1 

9-4.5109-2 

9—4.5109-3 

9—4.5109-4 

9-4.5109—5 

9-4.5109-6 

9-4.5109-7 

9—4.5109-8 

9-4.5110 

9-4.5110-1 

9-4.5110-2 

9—4.5111 

9-4.5111-1 

9-4.5111-2 

9—4.5112 

9-4.5112-1 

9-4.5112-2 

9-4.5112-3 

9-4.5112-4 

9-4.5112-5 


9-4.5112-6 

9-4.5112-7 

9-4.5112-8 

9-4.5112-9 


Scope of subpart. 

Definitions. 

General. 

Research program objectives. 
Contract objectives. 

Submission of research pro¬ 
posals. 

Selection, preparation, and 
award of research contracts. 
General. 

Responsibilities. 

Review of research proposals. 
Notice of selection or rejection. 
Selection of AEC Field Office. 
Information to be furnished to 
Managers of AEC Field Offices. 
Notification of contract execu¬ 
tion. 

Changes in scope and level. 
Standard contract forms. 
General. 

Fixed-price contract. 

Cost-type contract. 

Ownership of property. 

Reporting requirements. 

Purpose of reports. 

Summary—200 words. 

Progress reports. 

Technical reports. 

Special reports. 

Final report. 

Equipment report. 

Summary and distribution of 
reports. 

Dissemination of results. 
Prompt dissemination. 
Publication. 

Extension of contracts. 

Renewal proposals. 

Evaluation of requests for re¬ 
newals. 

Administration. 

Responsibilities of AEC Head¬ 
quarters program divisions. 
Responsibilities of AEC Field 
Offices. 

Payments under fixed-price con¬ 
tracts. 

Payments under cost-type con¬ 
tracts. 

Data to be furnished by Con¬ 
tractor and deviation in per¬ 
formance. 

Auditing. 

Security. 

Closeouts. 

Patents. 


Authority: §§ 9-4.5100 to 9-4.5112-9 issued 
under sec. 161 of the Atomic Energy Act of 
1954, as amended, 68 Stat. 948, 42 U.S.C. 2201; 


§ 9-4.5101 Definitions. 

(a) The term “Washington-desig¬ 
nated research and development con¬ 
tract” as used in this subpart means a 
contract which results from a directive 
to an AEC Field Office from either the 
AEC Headquarters Program Division of 
Research, Biology and Medicine, Reac¬ 
tor Development, or Isotopes Develop¬ 
ment to enter into or continue such a 
contract on the basis of an approved 
research proposal. 

(b) The term “research proposal” 
means a request by an institution for 
AEC support of a research project to¬ 
gether with a detailed description of the 
project and its relationship to the atomic 
energy program, and detailed informa¬ 
tion as to background and experience of 
principal investigators, facilities, and en¬ 
vironment of the institution, and cost 
and cost sharing arrangements, if any. 

§ 9-4.5102 General. 

The Atomic Energy Commission by 
statute is permitted to participate only 
in programs of research that are related 
to atomic energy. 

§ 9—4.5103 Research program objec¬ 
tives. 

(a) Under section 31a of the Atomic 
Energy Act of 1954 the AEC is directed 
to exercise its powers in such manner as 
to insure the continued conduct of re¬ 
search and development and training 
activities and to assist in the acquisition 
of an ever-expanding fund of theoretical 
and practical knowledge in the following 
fields: 

(1) Nuclear processes; 

(2) The theory and production of 
atomic energy, including processes, ma¬ 
terials, and devices related to such 
production; 

(3) Utilization of special nuclear ma¬ 
terial and radioactive material for medi¬ 
cal, biological, agricultural, health, or 
military purposes; 

(4) Utilization of special nuclear ma¬ 
terial, atomic energy, and radioactive 
material, and processes entailed in the 
utilization or production of atomic 
energy or such material for all other 
purposes, including industrial uses, the 
generation of usable energy, and the 
demonstration of the practical value of 
utilization or production facilities for in¬ 
dustrial or commercial purposes; 

(5) The protection of health and the 
promotion of safety during research and 
production activities. 


§ 9—4.5104 Contract objectives. 

(a) Washington-designated research 
and development contracts are entered 
into by negotiation (as distinguished 
from formal advertising) under the au¬ 
thority of section 31c of the Atomic 
Energy Act of 1954 and section 302(c) (5) 
of the Federal Property and Administra¬ 
tive Services Act of 1949. In planning, 
negotiating, and administering such 
contracts, the objectives of AEC are to: 

(1) Assure a continuing flow of new 
knowledge in fields related to the re¬ 
sponsibilities of the AEC; 

(2) Respect the traditions of the con¬ 
tracting institution and encourage the 
quest for new knowledge without restric¬ 
tions on scientific initiative, to the ex¬ 
tent compatible with the laws and the 
protection of the public interest; 

(3) Provide reasonable levels of sup¬ 
port which will increase the national 
capability in nuclear energy fields and 
enable the contracting institution to 
strengthen its research programs in 
areas of interest to AEC; 

(4) Maintain effective contact with 
the scientific community so that: 

(i) Scientists and students will be en¬ 
couraged to expand their interests in 
fields of importance to the AEC pro¬ 
gram; 

(ii) The scientific strength of the 
country can be brought to bear more 
effectively on AEC problems; 

(iii) The AEC will be continuously 
aware of developments of value to its ac¬ 
tivities in the academic communities; 
and 

(iv) An adequate supply of suitably 
trained scientists will be available for 
employment within the atomic energy 
program. 

§ 9—4.5105 Submission of research pro¬ 
posals. 

(a) Proposals for AEC assistance are 
usually initiated by scientists interested 
in doing the research. In some cases, 
however, the AEC may request investi¬ 
gators to undertake research of particu¬ 
lar interest to the AEC. Prior to sub¬ 
mitting a proposal, the interested scien¬ 
tist may discuss the project informally, 
either by letter or personal visit with a 
member of the AEC Headquarters Pro¬ 
gram Division that has the greatest in¬ 
terest in the work. Also, following an 
informal discussion, a formal proposal 
may be requested. The proposal should 
be submitted to AEC Headquarters Pro¬ 
gram Divisions and should indicate: 

(1) Identity and background of the 
project; 

(2) Objective of the investigation; 

(3) Approximate types and number oi 
personnel who would be utilized, and an 
approximation of the time to be devoted 
to the project work; 

(4) Facilities, equipment, and other 
wherewithal to be used; and 

(5) Amount of money sought frorn 
AEC which, together with the 
tion’s contributions (if any), would en¬ 
able the work to be performed. 

(b) Each formal proposal shall bepr ' 
pared in the manner and form 

in the “Guide for the Submission 
Research Proposals,” copies of 
may be obtained from Atomic Energy 
Commission, Washington, D.C., 20o* » 
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Preliminary inquiries regarding support 
should be referred to the appropriate 
AEC Headquarters Division. (See 
AECPR 9-4.5101 (a).) 

§ 9-4.5106 Selection, preparation, and 
award of research contracts. 

§ 9-4.5106—1 General. 

In order to maintain a comprehensive 
and well-integrated research program, 
AEC evaluation of research proposals 
and selection of educational institutions 
to conduct scientific research is central¬ 
ized in AEC Headquarters. However, 
AEC Field Offices in close proximity to 
the contractor, are assigned responsibil¬ 
ity for handling the final contract ar¬ 
rangements and nontechnical adminis¬ 
tration of such contracts. 


§ 9-4.5106—2 Responsibilities. 

(a) Headquarters Program Divisions. 
The AEC Headquarters Program Divi¬ 
sions interested in the particular re¬ 
search are responsible for evaluating the 
technical aspects of proposals and the 
amount of requested support. Such divi¬ 
sions also review the prospective con¬ 
tractor’s cost and other estimates to 
determine the reasonableness, the pro¬ 
priety, and advisability of proceeding 
with the project, as proposed or as the 
proposal may in effect be amended. 
Specifically, Directors of AEC Head¬ 
quarters Divisions are responsible for: 

(1) Selecting and approving research 
proposals and determining the amount 
of AEC support; 

(2) Reviewing the items in the pro¬ 
posal budget or itemized account of the 
proposed work, and, if necessary, the 
assistance of the appropriate AEC Field 
Office may be requested; 

(3) Determining the ownership of 
property; 

(4) Reviewing and following the tech¬ 
nical progress of the work; 

(5) Providing contractors with tech¬ 
nical guidance and direction as may be 
required to meet broad program objec¬ 
tives; and 

(6) Keeping the AEC Field Offices fully 
informed of technical correspondence 
and discussions with contractors that 
may have contractual or non-technical 
administrative implications. 

( b) Field Offices. AEC Field Offices 
are responsible for the consummation of 
contracts with the specified institution 
m accordance with directives from AEC 
Headquarters Program Divisions, and 
administering and making payments 
jmder such contracts. Specifically, 
Managers of AEC Field Offices are re¬ 
sponsible for: 

(1) Finalizing and executing the con¬ 
tact (where necessary, obtaining further 
mstructions from the AEC Headquarters 
Program Division); 

Administering the contracts in ac- 
raance with their terms and condi- 
°?i s a Hd making payments thereunder; 
t tv Pr °viding technical and adminis- 
ativ e assistance requested by AEC 
a uquarters Division Directors. 

^ 106-3 Review of research pro¬ 

posals. 


Use consultants. If in the 
gment of the AEC Headquarters Pro¬ 


gram Division an appraisal from repre¬ 
sentatives of the scientific community is 
required, reviewers may be selected on 
the basis of their familiarity with either 
the field of research or the competence 
of the investigator. 

(b) Field participation in proposal 
evaluation. Occasionally, the AEC 
Headquarters Program Division may find 
it necessary in considering research pro¬ 
posals to obtain additional information 
from the research institution or to visit 
the site. In some cases, the comments, 
assistance, or participation of staff mem¬ 
bers of the appropriate AEC Field Office 
will be requested. 

(c) Review of major elements. At the 
time it reviews a research proposal, the 
sponsoring AEC Headquarters Program 
Division shall review the prospective 
contractor’s budget or itemized account 
of the proposed work and activities and 
the materials, equipment, and facilities 
involved, for the purpose of reaching 
mutual understanding of the level of ef¬ 
fort to be contracted for and the other 
major aspects of the contract in con¬ 
templation. Questions about the cost 
elements that require further investiga¬ 
tion may be referred to the appropriate 
AEC Field Office when the contract is 
authorized. 

§ 9—4.5106—4 Notice of selection or re¬ 
jection. 

The proposer shall be notified by the 
AEC Headquarters Program Division of 
the decision to support or reject the pro¬ 
posal. In the event of approval, this 
notification shall advise: (a) That the 
proposal has been selected for support 
subject to completion of a satisfactory 
contract, (b) which AEC Field Office will 
execute the contract, and (c) that the 
AEC assumes no obligations until a con¬ 
tract has been executed. A copy of the 
-notice of approval shall be sent to the 
AEC Field Office concerned. 

§ 9-4.5106-5 Selection of AEC Field 
Office. 

When the AEC Headquarters Program 
Division has determined that a proposal 
will receive AEC support, an appropriate 
AEC Field Office will be requested to 
make the final contract arrangements 
with the institution concerned. Usually, 
the AEC Field Office geographically near¬ 
est to the research institution will be 
selected, but occasionally other factors 
such as existing contractual relation¬ 
ships, will make the selection of some 
other AEC Field Office desirable. 

§ 9-4.5106—6 Information to be fur¬ 
nished to Managers of AEC Field Of¬ 
fices. 

The sponsoring AEC Headquarters 
Program Division shall provide the ap¬ 
propriate AEC Field Office with a con¬ 
tract authorization early enough (usu¬ 
ally four weeks) to permit timely con- 
sumation of the contract before the work 
is started. The following shall be fur¬ 
nished : 

(a) A copy of the detailed proposal 
and any modifications; 

(b) Copies of correspondence with the 
research institution that are pertinent to 


the completion of the contract negotia¬ 
tion or that have some specific signifi¬ 
cance as to the preliminary review or ar¬ 
rangements made with the institution; 
and 

(c) Contract authorization form: 

(1) Authorizing the execution of a 
contract for a specified term, with AEC 
support limited to a specified amount; 

(2) Summarizing the background of 
the proposal and any pertinent discus¬ 
sions not reflected in the papers attached 
to the memorandum; 

(3) Indicating the extent to which the 
scope of the work proposed has been ap¬ 
proved; 

(4) Indicating the principal investi¬ 
gator and other necessary details; 

(5) Indicating the level of effort and 
other major aspects to be contracted for, 
by reference to the proposal or other¬ 
wise; 

(6) Indicating whether title to prop¬ 
erty to be acquired under the contract is 
to be vested in the AEC or the con¬ 
tractor; 

(7) Indicating whether restricted data 
is likely to be used or developed in the 
course of the work and such classifica¬ 
tion and security determination as may 
be appropriate, including a statement as 
to whether the work falls in Category I, 
H, III, or IV under subsection 062 of AEC 
Manual Chapter 3403 (AEC internal in¬ 
structions) ; 

(8) Indicating directions for special 
reports, if any; 

(9) Giving such additional informa¬ 
tion as may assist the Field Office in the 
finalization of the contract; and 

(10) Designating the appropriate or¬ 
ganizational unit of AEC Headquarters 
Program Division and individual that 
will have technical cognizance over the 
work under the contract. 

§ 9—4.5106—7 Notification of contract 
execution. 

Promptly after execution of a contract, 
the appropriate AEC Headquarters Pro¬ 
gram Division should be notified of such 
action. 

§ 9—4.5106—8 Changes in scope and 
level. 

After a contract has been authorized 
by the AEC Headquarters Program Divi¬ 
sion, there shall be no significant change 
in technical scope, funding, specified re¬ 
sult, performance, principal investigator, 
or level of effort or other major aspect of 
the work without AEC Headquarters Pro¬ 
gram Division prior approval in writing. 
(See AECPR 9-4.5112-5(a).) 

§ 9—4.5107 Standard contract forms. 

§ 9-4.5107-1 General. 

Outline of standard contract forms for 
fixed-price and cost-type research con¬ 
tracts with educational institutions, per¬ 
formed in facilities owned or controlled 
by the contractor (as distinguished from 
Government-owned or controlled facil¬ 
ities) are set forth in AECPR 9-16.5002- 
8 and 9-16.5002-9. It is intended to pro¬ 
vide through these documents a vehicle 
by which research tasks can be be accom¬ 
plished with a minimum of administra¬ 
tive effort. It is, therefore, important 
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that such contracts be written in such 
a manner as to assure the complete un¬ 
derstanding of the parties as to the job 
to be performed and the financial and 
administrative details connected there¬ 
with. Of special consideration is the na¬ 
ture of research contracting in contrast 
to the procurement of supplies or activi¬ 
ties of a production nature. It is recog¬ 
nized that wide research latitude in the 
conduct of research by the institutions is 
generally desirable and the standard 
contract forms were designed to permit 
such latitude in the overall establishment 
of the rights and obligations of the 
parties. 

§ 9—4.5107—2 Fixed-price contract. 

(a) The standard fixed-price contract, 
outlined in AECPR 9-16.5002-8 is gen¬ 
erally used when the annual AEC con¬ 
tribution does not exceed $250,000. It 
provides for a lump-sum payment to the 
contractor in consideration for its com¬ 
mitment to perform research at the 
approximate stated level of effort—that 
is, by (1) devoting the approximate time 
of scientists, technicians, and other per¬ 
sonnel of the caliber specified in the 
contract, (2) furnishing specified facili¬ 
ties and equipment, and (3) submitting 
required reports. The contractor may 
not deviate substantially from the indi¬ 
cated level of effort or other described 
aspects of the undertaking without AEC 
concurrence. 

(b) The contractor is responsible for 
conducting the research and is expected 
to carry out the project or projects in a 
manner consistent with agreed-upon 
contract objectives and requirements; 
these include the obligation to comply 
with applicable laws and regulations, in¬ 
cluding the Commission’s regulatory re¬ 
quirements. The contractor is generally 
expected to follow its normal business 
practices and to utilize its existing ac¬ 
counting system. 

(c) Contracts may contemplate (but 
without legally committing the Commis¬ 
sion for) the conduct of activities for 
multiple year periods with the under¬ 
standing that renewals beyond each in¬ 
dividual year or so will be subject to 
notice to that effect by the Commission. 
However, firm contracts for extended 
periods may be entered into if it is de¬ 
termined that in the particular case the 
statutory and other requirements there¬ 
for can be satisfied. 

§ 9—4.5107—3 Cost-type contract. 

The standard cost-type contract out¬ 
lined in AECPR 9-16.5002-9 is generally 
used when the annual AEC contribution 
exceeds $250,000. It provides for reim¬ 
bursement to the contractor of his costs 
within a specified ceiling in accordance 
with Bureau of the Budget Circular 
A-21, FPR 1-15.3 and AECPR 9-15.103 
for the performance of specified research. 

§ 9—4.5108 Ownership of property. 

(a) Pursuant to Public Law 85-934, 
title to equipment purchased or fabri¬ 


cated with funds provided by AEC under 
contracts for the conduct of basic or 
applied scientific research at nonprofit 
institutions of higher education or at 
nonprofit organizations whose primary 
purpose is the conduct of scientific re¬ 
search where it is deemed to be in fur¬ 
therance of the objectives of AEC, may 
be vested in the contractor. 

(b) In addition to the authority re¬ 
ferred to in paragraph (a) of this sec¬ 
tion, to items of equipment and other 
personal property acquired by the con¬ 
tractor performing research may also 
be vested in the contractor as part of 
the contract arrangement, when consid¬ 
ered appropriate from the point of view 
of legal considerations and the best in¬ 
terest of the Government. 

§ 9—4.5109 Reporting requirements. 

§ 9-4.5109-1 Purpose of reports. 

Research reports from contractors are 
necessary to provide AEC, and, where 
appropriate, the public, with a record 
showing the progress achieved under 
projects receiving AEC support. In some 
instances, the research reports may be 
of value in making information availa¬ 
ble to scientists working on closely allied 
problems. 

§ 9—4.5109-2 Summary—200 words. 

Immediately after a contract is nego¬ 
tiated, a summary of approximately 200 
words (SIE form) covering the purpose 
and scope of the project should be sent 
by the contractor to the appropriate AEC 
Field Office. In connection with each re¬ 
newal proposal, the 200-word summary 
should be revised to include the signifi¬ 
cant results and conclusions of the for¬ 
mer year’s work and a statement of the 
scope and objectives of the following 
year. 

§ 9-4.5109-3 Progress reports. 

Progress reports should briefly de¬ 
scribe the scope of the investigations 
undertaken and the significant results 
obtained. They should also explain any 
significant differences between the ac¬ 
tual level of activity (expressed in the 
various categories of man months, fa¬ 
cilities procured, travel performed, etc.) 
and that contemplated in the contract. 

§ 9—4.5109—4 Technical reports. 

Technical reports and articles pre¬ 
pared for publication during the period 
covered should be listed with biblio¬ 
graphic references. Reprints or pre¬ 
prints of all such material should be 
appended and material contained in 
them need not be duplicated in the 
report. 

§ 9^4.5109-5 Special reports. 

Special reports or additional progress, 
status, or topical reports may be re¬ 
quested when needed by the appropriate 
AEC Headquarters Program Division or 
AEC Field Office or may be submitted as 


deemed necessary by the contractor. 
For example, brief status reports may be 
requested when developments are of im¬ 
mediate interest or when a significant 
point in the investigation has been 
reached. 

§ 9—4.5109—6 Final report. 

A final report summarizing the entire 
investigation shall be required from the 
contractor upon expiration of each con¬ 
tract. Satisfactory completion of a con¬ 
tract will be contingent upon the receipt 
of this report. The final report should 
follow the outline agreed upon for prog¬ 
ress reports or, when a project has ex¬ 
tended over a long period of time, the 
final report may refer to previously sub¬ 
mitted technical reports for details and 
may be a synopsis of the entire project. 
Manuscripts prepared for publication 
should be appended. 

§ 9—4.5109—7 Equipment report. 

(a) An equipment report itemizing 
equipment having an anticipated service 
life of one year or more and an acquisi¬ 
tion cost in excess of $100, either pur¬ 
chased or fabricated when title to such 
equipment is vested in the contractor 
pursuant to the Grant Act (P.L. 85-934), 
shall be furnished by the contractor, im¬ 
mediately following the expiration of the 
contract year as specified in Appendix 
A of the fixed-price contract set forth 
in AECPR 9-16.5002-8 (omit any item 
appearing in Article V) and in accord¬ 
ance with the requirements of Appendix 
“A”-in of the cost-type contract set 
forth in AECPR 9-16.5002-9. This re¬ 
port shall show the actual invoice cost of 
each item purchased and an engineering 
estimate of each item fabricated. 

(b) In order to satisfy the require¬ 
ments of the Grant Act (P.L. 85-934), 
Managers of Field Offices shall forward 
to the Controller, Headquarters, not 
later than August 15 of each year, the 
original and one copy of each equip¬ 
ment report referred to in paragraph (a) 
of this section identifying each item pur¬ 
chased with AEC funds, submitted by 
contractors during the preceding fiscal 
year. 

§ 9-4.5109-8 Summary and dislribu- 
tion of reports. 

A table summarizing the various types 
of reports, time for submission, number 
of copies and distribution is set forth be¬ 
low. Usually an annual progress report 
and a 200-word summary are sufficient 
for fundamental research. These re¬ 
ports are prepared by the contractor ana 
submitted to the appropriate AEC Fie a 
Office for distribution. The AEC Fiei 
Office shall transmit these reports wit 
a covering memorandum indicating: (a 
The other AEC offices receiving the doc¬ 
uments, (b) the name of the contracto . 
and (c) the contract number. Eacn 
copy of the document should bear t 
contract number. 





11545 


Wednesday, October 30, 1963 FEDERAL REGISTER 


Distribution and Schedule op Reports 


Type 

Date due 

Number of 
copies 

Disposition 

Remarks 

Summary 200 words 

At start of initial con- 

S.I.E_ 

Field Office (1) Ap¬ 


on scope and pur- 

tract and each re- 

Form 3. 

propriate HQ Divi¬ 


pose. 

newal period. 

With the renewal pro- 

6. 

sion (2). 

Field Office (2) Ap- 

When renewal is not 

Other progress reports 

posal. 

As deemed necessary 

6 or as re¬ 

propirate HQ Divi¬ 
sion (4). 

.do. 

requested, a final re¬ 
port is to be submitted 
instead at expiration or 
termination of contract 
period (see below). 

When significant results 

(brief topical, etc.). 

by investigator or as 

quested. 


develop or when work 

Reprints and pre¬ 

specifically requested 
by appropriate HQ 
Division. 

With progress report..__ 


Field Office (2) Ap¬ 

has direct program¬ 
matic impact. 

To be forwarded as avail¬ 

prints. 

Manuscripts or ab¬ 
stracts of manu¬ 
scripts (only if pre¬ 
prints are not 
available). 

Proposal renewal 

...do.. 

7. 

propriate HQ Divi¬ 
sion (4) T.I.S. OR 
(1). 

.do. 

able or with progress 
report. 

Do. 

Not later than 3 months 

6. 

Field Office (2) Ap¬ 
propriate HQ 
Division (4). 

Field Office (2) Ap¬ 

If copies or manuscripts 
are not readily avail¬ 
able, abstracts will 
suffice. 

Progress report to ac¬ 

Final report_ 

nor earlier than 6 
months before expira¬ 
tion of contract. 

On contract completion. 

6. 

company, but will be 
bound separately from 
renewal proposal. 
Manuscripts prepared for 



propriate HQ 
Division (2) T.I.S., 
OR (1) HQ, 

Patent Br. (1). 

publication should be 
appended. 


§ 9-4,5110 Dissemination of results. 
§9-4.5110—1 Prompt dissemination. 

Prompt dissemination of research re¬ 
sults to the scientific community is en¬ 
couraged. Publication in open literature 
is recognized as the normal and most 
desirable means for reporting the finding 
of unclassified fundamental research. 
Although the AEC reserves the right to 
utilize, and have others utilize, to the 
extent it deems appropriate, the reports 
resulting from research contracts, the 
AEC will attempt, to the maximum ex¬ 
tent reasonably practicable and consist¬ 
ent with the Government’s best interest, 
to permit the institutions and the au¬ 
thors to effect their own publication in 
established technical journals. (See 
AECPR 9-9 for copyright requirements 
which must be observed.) 

§ 9—4.5110—2 Publication. 

(a) Contractors are urged to publish 
results through normal publication 
channels. As a further inducement, 
Page charges or other printing assess¬ 
ments for publishing articles in recog¬ 
nized scientific journals or any addi¬ 
tional costs incurred in obtaining a 
limited supply of reprints of articles will 
be considered an appropriate budget item 
^der contracts receiving AEC support 
where: 

(1) The document reports work sup¬ 
ported by the Government; 

(2) The charges are levied impartially 
? n a U research papers published by the 
Journal, whether by non-Government or 
oy Government authors; 

(3) Payment of such charges is in no 
®o n se a condition for acceptance of 
manuscripts by the journal; 

*4) The journals involved are not 
operated for profit; 

author does not receive an 

molument for the research paper. 

(b) a credit line should be included in 

ny SUc h Publication to indicate that the 

esearch has been supported, in whole or 
sh n ait ’ by AEC - A Patent check 

al1 be made in advance of release to 
No. 212- 3 


the public of any material prepared for 
publication. Generally, however, in the 
case of most basic research projects, the 
principal investigator may publish with¬ 
out prior AEC approval, unless he deter¬ 
mines that the material being released 
may disclose an invention. (See Note A, 
Appendix B-III, AECPR 9-16.5002-8 and 
Appendix B-6, AECPR 9-16.5002-9.) 

§ 9—4.5111 Extension of contracts. 
§9—4.5111—1 Renewal proposals. 

(a) Where additional time, beyond 
the current expiration period, is required 
to continue or complete the work, the 
contractor should submit six copies of a 
renewal proposal to the AEC Field Office 
that has administrative jurisdiction of 
the existing contract, not later than 
three months nor earlier than six months 
before the date of expiration of the 
contract. 

(b) The renewal proposal should out¬ 
line and justify a proposed program and 
budget for the succeeding year, showing 
in detail the total estimated cost of the 
project, together with the amount that 
will be contributed by the contractor and 
the amount requested of the AEC. It 
should include the same type of informa¬ 
tion as that required for initial proposals 
or reference this information to the ex¬ 
tent contained in earlier proposals. 
Any contemplated change in program or 
scope for the ensuing period should be 
justified and explained clearly, and the 
cost or other estimates or items should 
be based upon past experiences and take 
into account any unexpended balances 
estimated to be remaining at the end of 
the current year. The renewal proposal 
should also include a statement of 
total project costs for the current period 
to date (including those incurred by the 
institution) and an estimate of costs to 
be incurred during the remainder of the 
current contract period, and a statement 
of unexpended balance anticipated at the 
end of the contract period. Any signifi¬ 
cant deviation from the approved pro¬ 
posal during the current period in terms 
of scope of the work, the employment 


schedule, the total level of expenditure, 
and the breakdown of estimated ex¬ 
penditures should be explained in detail. 

§ 9—4.5111—2 Evaluation of requests for 
renewals. 

(a) Requests for renewals are evalu¬ 
ated by the appropriate AEC Headquar¬ 
ters Program Division in the light of: 

(1) Progress report submitted by the 
contractor; 

(2) Research results published in 
scientific media; 

(3) Field visits to the research site by 
technical personnel; 

(4) Contractor’s performance; and 

(5) Availability of funds and relative 
importance of projects in relation to 
other proposed research. 

(b) Requests for renewals generally 
follow the same process of review^ and 
evaluation of technical aspects and 
funding, preparation and execution of 
the contract, and administration as a 
new project, although less use would 
normally be made of outside consultants. 
Contracts authorized by AEC Headquar¬ 
ters Program Divisions shall not be ex¬ 
tended for a new term or on an interim 
basis or modified in scope without spe¬ 
cific prior authorization from the ap¬ 
propriate AEC Headquarters Program 
Division. Where a determination has 
been made to extend a contract, the 
sponsoring AEC Headquarters Program 
Division shall provide the appropriate 
AEC Field Office with a contract authori¬ 
zation early enough (usually about four 
weeks) to permit an orderly completion 
of the extension agreement before the 
expiration date. The contract authori¬ 
zation should include generally the same 
information provided in the authoriza¬ 
tion of a new contract including per¬ 
tinent information concerning any 
changes in scope of work, level of fund¬ 
ing, scheduled dates for completion of 
certain phases of work, target dates for 
submission of reports, etc. 

§ 9—4.5112 Administration. 

§ 9—4.5112—1 Responsibilities of AEC 
Headquarters Program Divisions. 

(a) Technical representatives of AEC 
Headquarters Program Divisions will 
make, to the extent practicable, periodic 
site visits, at least once each year on 
larger projects, and no less than once 
every three years on projects of $50,000 
or less. A written summary of the re¬ 
sults of all visits will be prepared and 
filed promptly upon return to AEC 
Headquarters. Copies of such reports 
shall be forwarded to the appropriate 
AEC Field Office whenever they contain 
information of administrative interest or 
other information that the AEC Head¬ 
quarters Program Division determines is 
pertinent to the assigned responsibilities 
of the Field Office. These visits are for 
the purpose of: 

(1) Determining that the research is 
being performed in accordance with the 
contract. 

(2) Ascertaining that schedules are 
being met to insure timely submission of 
interim and final reports. 

(3) Determining whether necessary 
equipment is available to properly con¬ 
duct the research. 
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(4) Determining that the agreed ap¬ 
proximate level of effort is being pro¬ 
vided in terms of facilities; equipment; 
and scientific, technical, and other 
personnel required for the specified re¬ 
search. 

(5) Assisting the principal investi¬ 
gator to clarify specific technical aspects 
as work progresses. 

(6) Exploring future budget require¬ 
ments, but without making any commit¬ 
ments either personal or on behalf of the 
AEC as to the future funding level. 

(7) Obtaining information regarding 
the status of work for administrative 
and technical purposes of the Program 
Division sponsor. 

(b) In addition, AEC Headquarters 
Program Divisions will provide guidance 
to the AEC Field Offices in connection 
with any proposed or actual significant 
deviations from the scope of work, fund¬ 
ing, specified results, performance, or 
level of effort brought to their attention 
by AEC Field Offices. 

§ 9-4.5112—2 Responsibilities of AEC 
Field Offices. 

AEC Field Offices are responsible for 
the following: 

(a) Assisting AEC Headquarters Pro¬ 
gram Divisions, as requested, in carrying 
out the functions set forth in AECPR 
9-4.5112-1. 

(b) Performing the necessary admin¬ 
istrative functions required by the terms 
of the contract, and making payments in 
accordance with the contract. 

(c) Bringing to the attention of the 
appropriate AEC Headquarters Program 
Division, any reported significant devia¬ 
tions in scope, funding, specified results, 
performance, or level of effort. 

§ 9—4.5112—3 Payments under fixed- 
price contracts. 

(a) Payments will be made to the con¬ 
tractor during the term of a fixed-price 
contract in accordance with the contract 
provisions and on the basis of the con¬ 
tractor’s requests for funds necessary to 
carry out the contract work. The sched¬ 
ule for such periodic payments will be set 
forth in the contract and generally will 
be as follows: 

(1) 45 percent following execution of 
the contract. 

(2) 45 percent upon receipt of written 
requests from the contractor evidencing 
that the amount requested is required in 
connection with the work under the con¬ 
tract. 

(3) 10 percent following submission by 
the contractor of the annual Progress 
Report in form and content satisfactory 
to the Commission, or in the discretion of 
the Commission, within a reasonable pe¬ 
riod of time following the expiration of 
the annual contract period. 

(b) Payment of the second 45 percent 
shall be made on the basis of the con¬ 
tractor’s representation that the funds 
are required for the contract work, un¬ 
less the contracting officer is informed 
that the work is not being prosecuted at 
the level of effort and otherwise as con¬ 
templated by the contract. In the latter 
event, the contract shall be promptly and 
appropriately modified or terminated, 
and the financial obligations of the par¬ 
ties adjusted accordingly. 


(c) Payment of the final 10 percent 
shall be made on the basis of a deter¬ 
mination by the contracting officer that 
(1) the annual progress or final report is 
satisfactory, and (2) that the research 
was carried out at the level of effort and 
otherwise as contemplated by the con¬ 
tract. If necessary in making this 
determination, the contracting officer 
should obtain advice from the technical 
personnel of the AEC Headquarters Pro¬ 
gram Division based upon their visits to 
and other contacts with the research 
project during the contract period as 
well as their technical review of the re¬ 
port. The contractual requirements for 
the annual progress report contemplate 
that this provide an adequate basis for 
making the determination required by 
subparagraph (2) of this paragraph. If 
this determination cannot be made on 
the basis of a collective consideration of 
the report, visits to and other contacts 
with the research project during the 
contract period, and other information 
bearing upon the performance of the 
research work, the contracting officer 
should invoke the audit provision of the 
contract. In the event the contracting 
officer determines that the contractor’s 
performance does not satisfy the con¬ 
tractual undertakings, steps shall be 
taken to appropriately adjust the finan¬ 
cial obligations of the parties. 

§ 9—4.5112—4 Payments under cost-type 
contracts. 

Payments under cost-type contracts 
covered by this subpart shall be made in 
the same manner as other cost contracts 
that are on the basis of after the fact 
reimbursement of contractor’s costs. 

§ 9—4.5112—5 Data to be furnished by 
contractor and deviation in perform¬ 
ance. 

(a) Contractors will be asked to in¬ 
form the cognizant AEC Field Office as 
soon and as far in advance as possible 
of contemplated significant contract de¬ 
viations. The AEC Field Office will 
check these out with the cognizant AEC 
Headquarters Program Division and ne¬ 
gotiate such contract authorizations and 
modifications as are necessary and ap¬ 
propriate, clearing with Headquarters, 
where necessary, in the light of the fore¬ 
going provisions in this Part 9-4. 

(b) Contractors will be requested by 
the AEC Field Office to provide such 
statements of the project's financial 
status as are believed necessary. 

§ 9-4.5112—6 Auditing. 

(a) As a part of the AEC-wide man¬ 
agement of the research program ac¬ 
complished through these contracts, 
auditing of participating contractors 
should be carried out by the AEC Field 
Office administering the contract. The 
purpose of this program of audit, pro¬ 
vision for which is contained in the con¬ 
tracts, is to corroborate that the partici¬ 
pating institutions are properly using 
the funds and equipment provided by 
the contracts, and to point up any 
changes needed in the contractual ar¬ 
rangements or in related administrative 
requirements in order to further the ef¬ 
fectiveness of the contracts in accom¬ 
plishing their intended programmatic 


research purposes. In addition to the 
general objectives stated above, the prin¬ 
cipal specific objective in the audits of 
fixed-price contracts should be to deter¬ 
mine that the contractor has performed 
the research work called for by the con¬ 
tract at approximately the level of effort 
set forth in Appendix “A". For cost- 
type contracts, on the other hand, the 
audit should include a verification, by 
acceptable audit techniques, of the al¬ 
lowability, applicability, and reasonable¬ 
ness of the costs charged to the contract 
work. 

(b) The review of fixed-price con¬ 
tracts will be made on a selective basis 
with the selected sample including all 
fixed-price contracts where the contract¬ 
ing officer requested that an audit be 
performed pursuant to the provisions of 
AECPR 9-4.5112-3 (c). The audit of 
cost-type contracts will be in accordance 
with criteria set forth in section 2.024 of 
the AEC Audit Handbook. 

(c) In the event of termination prior 
to the expiration date of a contract, 
whether cost-type or fixed-price, unless 
the costs incurred by the contractor are 
relatively small or can be otherwise ade¬ 
quately corroborated, an audit should be 
made to determine the nature of the 
costs and other relevant data for use in 
arriving at a termination settlement. 

(d) While audit is not a prerequisite 
to AEC’s making payments under a con¬ 
tract, audit is necessary prior to making 
final payment under cost-type contracts 
and under any fixed-price contract 
where the contracting officer specifically 
requests an audit to determine whether 
the research called for by the contract 
was performed or where other conditions 
indicate that such an audit is warranted. 
The results of such audits should be re¬ 
ported to the cognizant AEC Headquar¬ 
ters Program Division. 

§ 9-4.5112-7 Security. 

As a general rule, it is not anticipated 
that investigators will need access to 
classified security information in the 
conduct of basic research supported or 
sponsored by the AEC. When, in the 
judgment of the principal investigator, 
information is developed which should 
be classified, he or the contracting insti¬ 
tution will notify the appropriate AEC 
Field Office immediately. When in the 
opinion of the cognizant AEC Headquar¬ 
ters Program Division, the work moves 
into a classified area, prompt steps 
should be taken to notify the contractor 
and the appropriate AEC Field Office. 


§ 9—4.5112—8 Closeouts. 

The sponsoring AEC Headquarters 
Program Division shall provide the ap¬ 
propriate AEC Field Office with infoi- 
mation concerning whether the contract 
is to be discontinued or extended early 
enough (at least four weeks before tn 
contract expires) to permit complete 
of closeout action (where the contract 
to be discontinued) promptly after e - 
piration of the contract. If the contra 
is not to be renewed, instructions r ^ ga ^ 
ing disposition of property, records, r 
ports, etc., should be provided as a PP[ 
priate. Where a contract authorizara 
has not been received within two we 
of the expiration date, the AEC * 
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Office shall send a teletype to the appro¬ 
priate AEC Headquarters Program Divi¬ 
sion Director calling attention to the 
expiration date and requesting pertinent 
instructions. 

§ 9-4.5112-9 Patents. 

Article B-VIII(d) of the standard 
fixed-price contract set forth in AECPR 
9-16.5002-8 and Article B-7(d) of the 
cost-type contract set forth in AECPR 
9-16.5002-9 provide for exceptions to the 
requirement for inclusion of this article 
in subcontracts, if authorized by the 
Commission in writing. A letter of ex¬ 
ception may be issued, upon request with 
respect to purchase orders for standard 
or normal facilities, equipment, materi¬ 
als and supplies and other purchase 
orders for products where the consid¬ 
eration does not include compensation 
or other allowance for research or 
development. 

Effective date: These regulations are 
effective 45 days after publication in the 
Federal Register but may be observed 
earlier. 

For the U.S. Atomic Energy Commis¬ 
sion. 

Dated at Germantown, Md., this 21st 
day of October 1963. 

John V. Vinciguerra, 
Director, Division of Contracts . 

[F.R. Doc. 63-11404; Filed, Oct. 29, 1963; 

8:45 a.m.] 



Proposed Rule Making 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 


Agricultural Marketing Service 
[ 7 CFR Part 51 ] 


MUSHROOMS FOR PROCESSING 


United States Standards for Grades 


Note: Packing of the product in conform¬ 
ity with the requirements of these standards 
shall not excuse failure to comply with the 
provisions of the Federal Food, Drug, and 
Cosmetic Act or with applicable State laws 
and regulations. 


Several mushroom processors have 
been using specifications developed by 
AMS in consultation with industry. 
Both growers and processors are of the 
opinion that official grade standards 
would prove both practical and useful. 

The standards provide an accurate 
and tested method of sample selection 
which is equitable to both grower and 
processor. 

The inspection procedure consists of 
determining the amount of Cull material, 
which primarily consists of adhering dirt 
and the root end of the mushroom, and 
determining the percentages of U.S. No. 
1 and U.S. No. 2 mushrooms and Culls in 
the lot. 

It is believed that these standards will 
serve as a useful basis for transactions 
between grower and processor, and that 
the mushroom industry will benefit from 
their use. 

All growers and processors of mush¬ 
rooms are urged to give careful consid¬ 
eration to these proposed standards, to 
test them and determine their applica¬ 
bility under various circumstances, and 


1 These standards apply to the cultivated 
mushroom Agaricus Campestris. 


to make recommendations concerning 
them within the period provided for the 
submission of comments. 

The proposed standards are as follows: 


ing 


Notice is hereby given that the United 
States Department of Agriculture is con¬ 
sidering the issuance of United States 
Standards for Grades of Mushrooms for 
Processing pursuant to the authority 
contained in the Agricultural Marketing 
Act of 1946 (secs. 203, 205, 60 Stat. 1087, 
as amended, 1090 as amended; 7 U.S.C. 
1622, 1624). 

All persons who desire to submit writ¬ 
ten data, views or arguments for con¬ 
sideration in connection with the pro¬ 
posed standards should file the same 
with the Chief, Fresh Products Stand¬ 
ardization and Inspection Branch, Fruit 
and Vegetable Division, Agricultural 
Marketing Service, United States De¬ 
partment of Agriculture, South Building, 
Washington, D.C., 20250, not later than 
December 15, 1963. 

Statement of considerations leading to 
the proposed standards . For several 
years the Federal-State Inspection Serv¬ 
ice in Pennsylvania and representatives 
of the Agricultural Marketing Service 
have been working closely with members 
of the mushroom industry to develop 
grade standards for mushrooms for 
processing. 


Sec. 

51.3435 

51.3436 


Grades 


U.S. No. 1. 
U.S. No. 2. 


Culls 


51.3437 Culls. 


Cull Material 

51.3438 Cull material. 


Definitions 


51.3439 Similar varietal characteristics. 

51.3440 Fairly well shaped. 

51.3441 Tender. 

51.3442 Soft. 

51.3443 Mushroom cap. 

51.3444 Whole mushroom. 

51.3445 Usable piece. 

51.3446 Usable portion of stem. 

51.3447 Damage. 

51.3448 Serious damage. 

51.3449 Diameter. 


Authority: §§ 51.3435 to 51.3449 issued 
under secs. 203, 205, 60 Stat. 1087, as 
amended, 1090 as amended; 7 U.S.C. 1622, 
1624. 

Grades 


§ 51.3435 U.S. No. 1. 


“U.S. No. 1” consists of fresh mush¬ 
room caps or, when so specified, whole 
mushrooms of similar varietal charac¬ 
teristics which are not soft, which are 
at least fairly well shaped, tender, and 
are free from decay and insects and free 
from damage caused by bruising, dis¬ 
coloration, insects, scaling, other disease, 
or other means. 

(a) Size. Unless otherwise specified, 
each mushroom cap is not less than one- 
half inch in diameter. 


§ 51.3436 U.S. No. 2. 


Culls 


§ 51.3437 Culls. 


“Culls” consist of fresh whole mush¬ 
rooms, mushroom caps, pieces and stems 
of mushrooms which fail to meet the 
requirements of the U.S. No. 2 grade. 

Cull Material 


§ 51.3438 Cull material. 

“Cull material” means the root end of 
the stem with adhering caked dirt, loose 


dirt and other foreign material or ex-1 
traneous material. 


Subpart—United States Standards for 
Grades of Mushrooms for Process¬ 


Definitions 

§ 51.3439 Similar varietal characterii 
tics. 


“Similar varietal characteristics" ^ 

means that the mushrooms are of 
same general color. Those of white) 
color shall not be mixed in the same ( 
tainer with cream or brown mushroom 


3 con-1 


§ 51.3440 Fairly well shaped. 

“Fairly well shaped” means that the| 
mushroom cap is not flattened, scallop 
indented or otherwise deformed to ; 
extent that materially detracts from t 
appearance or the processing quality. 


§ 51.3441 Tender. 

“Tender” means the flesh of the cap! 
and stem is not fibrous, rubbery orj 
stringy. 


§ 51.3442 Soft. 

“Soft” means that the mushroom cap] 
is more than slightly indented or con-1 
cave; or the veil is stretched or open and| 
has a cottony appearance. 


§ 51.3443 Mushroom cap. 

“Mushroom cap” means the round] 
crown or top part of the mushroom 
which may include a relatively short] 
portion of the stem. 


§ 51.3444 Whole mushroom. 

“Whole mushroom” means the mush*| 
room cap with the usable portion of thej 
stem attached. 


§ 51.3445 Usable piece. 

“Usable piece” means a piece of cap or| 
stem which is not seriously damaged. 


§ 51.3446 Usable portion of stem. 
‘Usable portion of stem” consists 


of I 


“U.S. No. 2” consists of fresh mush¬ 
room caps, whole mushrooms, usable 
pieces, and the usable portions of the 
stems of mushrooms of similar varietal 
characteristics which are tender, are 
free from decay and insects and free 
from damage caused by insects and free 
from serious damage caused by bruising, 
discoloration, other disease, scaling or 
other means. 

(a) Size. Unless otherwise specified, 
each mushroom cap is not less than one- 
half inch in diameter. 


that portion of the stem remaining afterj 
the cap and root end have been remover 


§ 51.3447 Damage. 

“Damage” means any specific defec I 
described in this section, or an equanyj 
objectionable variation of any one 
these defects, any other defect, ° r 
combination of defects, which materiaw^l 
detracts from the edible or P ro ? e .f 
quality of the mushrooms. The f?j 10 1 
ing specific defects shall be consiae 
damage: 

(a) Bruising, when more than 5 i*"| 

cent of the surface of the musnrw 
cap is materially flattened, ragged 
skinned; . n 5 | 

(b) Discoloration, when more tna the | 
percent of the aggregate surface 01 I 
mushroom cap is affected by discoi ■ 
tion which distinctly contrasts wim I 
normal color of the mushroom; 

(c) Mushrooms showing eviaen 

insect feeding; and rp j 0 r| 

(d) Scaling, when raised, discolor » I 

more than slightly detracting f 1 a nd L 

appearance of the mushroom cap 
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feting more than 5 percent of the cap 
irface. 

51.3448 Serious damage. 

“Serious damage” means any specific 
lefect described in this section, or an 
qually objectionable variation of any 
of these defects, any other defect, 
any combination of defects, which 
enders the mushroom cap, whole mush- 
or detached stem- unsuitable for 
:essing. The following specific de- 
5 shall be considered as serious 
nage: 

Bruising, when more than 20 per- 
sent of the surface of the mushroom cap 
sdistinctly flattened, ragged or skinned; 
(b) Discoloration, when more than 20 
lercent of the aggregate surface of the 
bushroom cap is badly discolored; and, 
[ (c) Scaling, when hard, rough separa- 
i of the tissue affect more than 20 
lercent of the cap surface. 

1 51.3449 Diameter. 

“Diameter” means the greatest dimen¬ 
sion of the cap measured at right angles 
) the stem. 

Dated: October 25,1963. 

G. R. Grange, 
Deputy Administrator , 
Marketing Service. 

[PR. Doc. 63-11461; Filed, Oct. 29, 1963; 
8:48 a.m.l 


17 CFR Part 1071 ] 

[Docket No. AO-227-A14] 

MILK IN NEOSHO VALLEY 
MARKETING AREA 

Decision on Proposed Amendments to 
Tentative Marketing Agreement 
ond to Order 

Pursuant to the provisions of the 
licultural Marketing Agreement Act 
1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601 et 
and the applicable rules of prac- 
; an d Procedure governing the formu- 
ltl on of marketing agreements and 
arketing orders (7 CFR Part 900), a 
” llc hearing was held at Pittsburg, 
sas, on October 1, 1963, pursuant to 
JJ® thereof issued September 19, 1963 
8 PR. 10383). 

^Pon the basis of the evidence intro- 
Ced at the hearing and the record 
4 l r ®J*» the Under Secretary on October 
‘U96 3 ( 28 F.R. luge; p. R . Doc . 63 _ 

rnit i ^he Hearing Clerk, 

ted States Department of Agricul- 
’ his recommended decision con- 
Rg notice of the opportunity to file 
icten exceptions thereto. 

* ma terial issues, findings and con- 
hs, rulings, and general findings of 
recommended decision (28 F.R. 
iDDrnvi* ‘ ' Doc ' 63-11 034) are hereby 
q full herein* adopted and are set 

^hL^ aterial issue on record of 
base-py!. lng relales to discontinuing the 
Find * S plan in P a y in S producers, 
•wins u !f s an d conclusions. The fol- 
teteria-r lngs antl conclusions on the 
mted J ssae are based on evidence pre- 
[ er eo f- 1 the hearin S and the record 


The base and excess plan of distribut¬ 
ing returns for milk among producers 
should be discontinued. 

The base and excess plan has been a 
part of the order since its promulgation 
on December 1, 1951. Its single purpose 
was to encourage an even rate of pro¬ 
duction throughout the year. Under 
the base and excess plan a producer es¬ 
tablishes a base for each of the months 
of February through July according to 
his deliveries to approved plants during 
the preceding months of September 
through December. In each month of 
February through July separate uniform 
prices for base milk and excess milk are 
computed and Class I utilization during 
each month is first allotted to base milk. 
Excess milk, that milk in excess of each 
producer’s established base, is assigned 
first to Class II use, to the extent that 
an equivalent quantity of producer milk 
is so allocated, and any remainder is as¬ 
signed to Class I. For all other months 
producers receive the marketwide uni¬ 
form price for all milk delivered to ap¬ 
proved plants. 

Three cooperative associations whose 
members deliver approximately 85 per¬ 
cent of the producer milk under the or¬ 
der proposed the removal of the base and 
excess plan from the order. There was 
no opposition to the joint proposal of the 
three producer associations. 

The base rating plan in the order, de¬ 
signed to level the seasonality of milk 
production so as to provide an adequate 
supply of pure and wholesome milk to 
the consuming public on a year-around 
basis, has served the purpose for which 
it was established but the need for the 
provision no longer exists. Until the 
past few years, milk production for the 
Neosho Valley marketing area came 
from relatively small producers who 
shipped their milk in cans. The market 
is now supplied by fewer producers who 
make larger daily deliveries. Approxi¬ 
mately 95 percent of the producers now 
have bulk tanks and they deliver an ade¬ 
quate and a relatively consistent supply 
of milk to the market each day. 

Together the three cooperative associ¬ 
ations operating under the Neosho Val¬ 
ley order have milk which is regulated 
under eight other Federal orders. The 
base and excess provisions or the Neosho 
Valley order restrict these cooperatives 
in the movement of milk between the 
various Federal orders in which they op¬ 
erate. These provisions prevent the co¬ 
operatives from obtaining the highest 
possible total Class I utilization of their 
members’ milk by requiring them to keep 
certain milk on the Neosho Valley mar¬ 
ket during the base-forming months in 
order to establish bases for individual- 
member producers. There is some pro¬ 
duction in the Neosho Valley market 
beyond the needs of that market’s fluid 
sales even during the base-forming 
months. Class I outlets are available 
for such excess production in other 
markets. However, the base and excess 
plan is preventing this excess milk from 
moving into other market Class I out¬ 
lets. 

Further, the base and excess plan is 
ineffective with respect to payments to 
producers who are members of the three 


cooperative associations since the co¬ 
operatives reblend the proceeds of their 
sales of all member milk, including milk 
regulated under other Federal orders, 
when paying producers under the Neosho 
Valley order. Thus, the cooperatives’ 
member producers do not individually 
receive the order base and excess prices 
for their milk. 

Deleting the base-excess plan for dis¬ 
tributing returns from milk among pro¬ 
ducers will not change the handlers’ 
costs of milk. 

Rulings on proposed findings and con¬ 
clusions. No briefs or proposed findings 
and conclusions were filed on behalf of 
interested parties. The evidence in the 
record was considered in making the 
findings and conclusions set forth above. 

General findings. The findings and 
determinations hereinafter set forth are 
supplementary and in addition to the 
findings and determinations previously 
made in connection with the issuance of 
the aforesaid order and of the previously 
issued amendments thereto; and all of 
said previous findings and determina¬ 
tions are hereby ratified and affirmed, 
except insofar as such findings and de¬ 
terminations may be in conflict with the 
findings and determinations set forth 
herein. 

(a) The tentative marketing agree¬ 
ment and the order, as hereby proposed 
to be amended, and all of the terms and 
conditions thereof, will tend to effectuate 
the declared policy of the Act; 

(b) The parity prices of milk as de¬ 
termined pursuant to section 2 of the 
Act are not reasonable in view of the 
price of feeds, available supplies of feeds, 
and other economic conditions which af¬ 
fect market supply and demand for milk 
in the marketing area, and the minimum 
prices specified in the proposed market¬ 
ing agreement and the order, as hereby 
proposed to be amended, are such prices 
as will reflect the aforesaid factors, in¬ 
sure a sufficient quantity of pure and 
wholesome milk, and be in the public 
interest; and 

(c) The tentative marketing agree¬ 
ment and the order, as hereby proposed 
to be amended, will regulate the handling 
of milk in the same manner as, and will 
be applicable only to persons in the re¬ 
spective classes of industrial and com¬ 
mercial activity specified in, a marketing 
agreement upon which a hearing has 
been held. 

Rulings on exceptions. No exceptions 
were filed. 

Marketing agreement and order. 
Annexed hereto and made a part hereof 
are two documents entitled respectively, 
“Marketing Agreement Regulating the 
Handling of Milk in the Neosho Valley 
Marketing Area”, and “Order Amending 
the Order Regulating the Handling of 
Milk in the Neosho Valley Marketing 
Area”, which have been decided upon as 
the detailed and appropriate means of 
effectuating the foregoing conclusions. 

It is hereby ordered, That all of this 
decision, except the attached marketing 
agreement, be published in the Federal 
Register. The regulatory provisions of 
said marketing agreement are identical 
with those contained in the order as 
hereby proposed to be amended by the 
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attached order which will be published 
with this decision. 

Determination of representative pe¬ 
riod. The month of August 1963 is 
hereby determined to be the representa¬ 
tive period for the purpose of ascertain¬ 
ing whether the issuance of the attached 
order amending the order regulating the 
handling of milk in the Neosho Valley 
marketing area, is approved or favored 
by producers, as defined under the terms 
of the order as hereby proposed to be 
amended, and who, during such repre¬ 
sentative period, were engaged in the 
production of milk for sale within the 
aforesaid marketing area. 

Signed at Washington, D.C. on October 
24, 1963. 

George L. Mehren, 
Assistant Secretary. 

Order 1 Amending the Order Regulating 

the Handling of Milk in the Neosho 

Valley Marketing Area 

§ 1071.0 Findings and determinations. 

The findings and determinations here¬ 
inafter set forth are supplementary and 
in addition to the findings and deter¬ 
minations previously made in connection 
with the issuance of the aforesaid order 
and of the previously issued amendments 
thereto; and all of said previous findings 
and determinations are hereby ratified 
and affirmed, except insofar as such 
findings and determinations may be in 
conflict with the findings and determi¬ 
nations set forth herein. 

(a) Findings upon the basis of the 
hearing record . Pursuant to the pro¬ 
visions of the Agricultural Marketing 
Agreement Act of 1937, as amended (7 
U.S.C. 601 et seq.), and the applicable 
rules of practice and procedure govern¬ 
ing the formulation of marketing agree¬ 
ments and marketing orders (7 CFR 
Part 900), a public hearing was held 
upon certain proposed amendments to 
the tentative marketing agreement and 
to the order regulating the handling of 
milk in the Neosho Valley marketing 
area. Upon the basis of the evidence 
introduced at such hearing and the rec¬ 
ord thereof, it is found that: 

(1) The said order as hereby amended, 
and all of the terms and conditions 
thereof, will tend to effectuate the de¬ 
clared policy of the Act; 

(2) The parity prices of milk, as de¬ 
termined pursuant to section 2 of the 
Act, are not reasonable in view of the 
price of feeds, available supplies of feeds, 
and other economic conditions which af¬ 
fect market supply and demand for milk 
in the said marketing area, and the min¬ 
imum prices specified in the order as 
hereby amended, are such prices as will 
reflect the aforesaid factors, insure a 
sufficient quantity of pure and whole¬ 
some milk, and be in the public inter¬ 
est; and 

(3) The said order as hereby amended, 
regulates the handling of milk in the 
same manner as, and is applicable only 


1 This order shall not become effective 
unless and until the requirements of § 900.14 
of the rules of practice and procedure gov¬ 
erning proceedings to formulate marketing 
agreements and marketing orders have been 
met. 


to persons in the respective classes of 
industrial or commercial activity speci¬ 
fied in, a marketing agreement upon 
which a hearing has been held. 

Order relative to handling. It is there¬ 
fore ordered, that on and after the ef¬ 
fective date hereof, the handling of milk 
in the Neosho Valley marketing area 
shall be in conformity to and in com¬ 
pliance with the terms and conditions of 
the aforesaid order, as amended, and as 
hereby further amended, as follows: 

The provisions of the proposed mar¬ 
keting agreement and order amending 
the order contained in the recommended 
decision issued by the Under Secretary 
on October 14, 1963, and published in 
the Federal Register on October 18, 
1963 (28 F.R. 11196; F.R. Doc. 63-11034), 
shall be and are the terms and provisions 
of this order, and are set forth in full 
herein: 

1. Section 1071.22(j) (2) is revised as 
follows: 

§ 1071.22 Duties. 

* * * * • 

(j) * * * 

(2) On or before the 12th day of each 
delivery period the uniform price com¬ 
puted pursuant to § 1071.71 and the but- 
terfat differential computed pursuant 
to § 1071.52, both for the previous deliv¬ 
ery period; and 

2. Section 1071.60 is revised as follows: 
§ 1071.60 Producer-handlers. 

Sections 1071.40 through 1071.46, 
1071.50 through 1071.52, 1071.70, 1071.71 
and 1071.90 through 1071.97 shall not 
apply to a producer-handler. 

§ 1071.71 [Amendment] 

3. In the introductory text of § 1071.71, 
the words “of August through January” 
are revoked. 

§ 1071.72 [Revocation] 

4. Section 1071.72 is revoked. 

§§ 1071.80, 1071.81, 1071.82, 1071.83 
[Revocation] 

5. Sections 1071.80, 1071.81, 1071.82, 
1071.83 and the center head “Base Rat¬ 
ing” are revoked in their entirety. 

6. In § 1071.90(b), the introductory 
text preceding subparagraph (1) is re¬ 
vised as follows: 

§ 1071.90 Time and method of pay¬ 
ment. 

* * ♦ * * 

(b) On or before the 17th day after 
the end of each delivery period, for all 
milk received during such delivery period 
from such producer at not less than the 
uniform price for such delivery period 
computed pursuant to § 1071.71 subject 
to the following adjustments: 

7. Section 1071.93 is revised as follows: 

§ 1071.93 Payments to the producer- 
settlement fund. 

On or before the 13th day after the end 
of each delivery period, each handler 
shall pay to the market administrator 
any amount by which the total value of 
the milk received by such handler from 
producers as determined pursuant to 


§ 1071.70 for such delivery period is I 
greater than an amount computed by I 
multiplying the total hundredweight of I 
milk received from producers during the I 
delivery period by the applicable uni- 1 
form price adjusted by the producer! 
butterfat and location differentials pur- ] 
suant to § 1071.91. 


8. In § 1071.94, the text preceding the| 
first proviso is revised as follows: 


§ 1071.94 Payments out of the pro-| 
ducer-settlement fund. 


On or before the 14th day after thel 
end of each delivery period the market! 
administrator shall pay to each handler 
for payment to producers or a coopera- 1 
tive association, any amount by which 
the value of the milk received by sucl 
handler from producers as detern 
pursuant to § 1071.70 for the deliver 
period is less than an amount compute 
by multiplying the total hundredweight] 
of milk received from producers durini 
the delivery period by the applicable uni-| 
form price adjusted by the producer but¬ 
terfat and location differentials pursuai 
to § 1071.91: 


[F.R. Doc. 63-11427; Filed, Oct. 29, 1963r| 
8:46 a.m.] 


[ 7 CFR Parts 1097, 1102, 11081 


[Docket Nos. AO-219-A12, AO-237-A8, 
AO-243-A10J 


MILK IN MEMPHIS, TENNESSEE; FORTl 
SMITH, ARKANSAS; AND CENTRAL" 
ARKANSAS MARKETING AREAS 


Decision on Proposed Amendments!# 
Tentative Marketing Agreements| 
and to Orders 

Pursuant to the provisions of thel 
Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act 
of 1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601 
seq.), and the applicable rules of practiw 
and procedure governing the formul a tion| 
of marketing agreements and markew 
orders (7 CFR Part 900), a public hear¬ 
ing was held at Memphis, Tennessee, j 
May 21 and 22, 1963, and June-J 
through June 28, . 1963, and at 
Smith, Arkansas, on May 24, 
suant to notice thereof issued on May 
1963 (28 F.R. 4512) and a supplement 
notice issued on May 13, 1963 (2» 
495 6) . h 

Upon the basis of the evidence i 
duced at the hearing and the r , 
thereof, the Assistant Secretary, u 
States Department of Agriculture,. 
September 30, 1963 (28 F.R. 106 ??'L 
Doc. 63-10505) filed with the hw 
Clerk, United States Department oi ^ j 
culture, his recommended decisio ^J 
taining notice of the opportunity ^ 
written exceptions thereto. , on J 
The material issues, findings, aP: J 
elusions, rulings, and general im ^ 
the recommended decision u t 
10660; F.R. Doc. 63-10505) are he 
approved and adopted and are s^ 
in full herein subject to the 
modifications: vr \ 

1. Under 5. Base and excess 
plans the first, fourth, sixth, eig 
eleventh paragraphs are revis 
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2 . Under 7. Central Arkansas mar¬ 
king area the fourth paragraph is re¬ 
vised. 

3. Under 11. Location differentials 
the following changes are made: 

a. The first paragraph is revised. 

b. The fifth paragraph is revised and 
immediately following a new paragraph 
is added. 

c. The sixth and seventh paragraphs 

are deleted. 

The material issues on the record of the 

[hearing relate to : 

A. Issues relating to Memphis, Ten- 
ssee; Fort Smith, Arkansas; and Cen- 
l Arkansas orders: 

1. Class I prices. 

2. Class II prices. 

3. Dates for filing reports and an- 
louncing class prices. 

4. Classification of milk used for live- 
|stock feed or dumped. 

5. Base and excess price plans. 

B. Issue relating to the Fort Smith, 
[Arkansas, order: 

6 . Fort Smith marketing area. 

C. Issues relating to the Central Ar- 

[kansas order: 

7. Central Arkansas marketing area. 

8. Advance payment to cooperative as¬ 
sociations. 

D. Issues relating to the Memphis, 

Tennessee, order: 

9. Market administrator reports to 
[cooperative associations. 

10. Type of pool. 

E. Issues relating to the Memphis, 
[Tennessee, and Central Arkansas orders: 

11. Location differentials. 

[ 12. Class II butterfat differentials. 

13. Classification of milk used in speci- 
|ned products. 

14. Shrinkage allowances. 

15. Allocation of other order Class I 
pnilk. 

Jindings and conclusions . The fol- 
findings and conclusions on the 
[material issues are based on evidence 
presented at the hearing and the record 
thereof: 

1. Class I prices. The seasonal Class 
ipnce differentials in the Memphis and 
[Central Arkansas orders should be 
55* to $1*50 during the months of 
through July and $1.91 in the 
“jer seven months. The Class I prices 
?J ne Memphis, Fort Smith and Central 
, J nsas orders should be adjusted by 
;ho i " deman( ^ adjustor based upon 
- relationship 0 f the producer milk 
all handlers regulated under 
cn orders to their Class I sales. 
Drnri,° Perative associations representing 
toore Cerssupp ly in S these markets stated 
Iplaoprt ernp kasi s on price needs to be 
*th P a on the short supply months than 
tot rla Presently provide. The pres¬ 
old + 1 differ entials in the Memphis 
l^earh / al Arkans as orders are $1.60 
Nulvani > l! ihe mon ths of March through 
annual $1 * 84 in a11 oth er months. The 
jlerentioi average °* these Class I dif¬ 
ferential! ls $ 1>74 - The proposed dif- 
Fera^ u not change the annual 
KseLr .^ ould Provide greater pric- 
This will result in little 
L ’ of ^the total value of the Class I 

Drorinnavo ____ 


111.45, 


thrny°1: ucers su PPlying these mar- 
em?<!} ghout a year. The Class I 


; er entiais 


Anrif the For t Smith order are 
p 11 through June, and $1.85 in 


the other months. These differentials 
are generally comparable to the seasonal 
differentials recommended herein for 
Central Arkansas and are about the same 
as those provided by the Oklahoma Met¬ 
ropolitan order. Handlers in Fort Smith 
compete with Oklahoma Metropolitan 
handlers for fluid sales and for a supply 
of milk. 

The Memphis and Central Arkansas 
markets have had excess production dur¬ 
ing the summer months and cooperatives 
have had to import milk to meet the 
Class I demands of the markets during 
the fall and winter months. The pro¬ 
posed Class I differentials will encourage 
more even production throughout the 
year. The higher differentials in the fall 
months will also bring the Class I price 
in those months more in line with the 
cost of imported milk. The nearby Fed¬ 
eral order markets where additional milk 
might be obtained have seasonal dif¬ 
ferentials which are about 40 cents 
higher in the fall and winter months 
of short supply than in the spring 
months. 

This decision provides for a single 
supply-demand adjustor for the Mem¬ 
phis, Fort Smith and Central Arkansas 
orders. Handlers regulated under these 
orders compete for a supply of milk in 
Arkansas. Practically all of the Fort 
Smith and Central Arkansas markets' 
milk supply is obtained from producers 
located in Arkansas. The Memphis mar¬ 
ket is partially supplied by producers 
located in 45 Arkansas counties. The 
Central Arkansas Milk Producers As¬ 
sociation supplies handlers located in all 
three markets and it is common practice 
for some member producers to have their 
milk shipped to more than one of the 
three markets during a month. At times, 
the milk of some producers is shipped 
to all three markets during the same 
month. 

Handlers regulated by these three 
orders compete not only for a supply of 
milk but also for fluid milk sales. Mem¬ 
phis handlers have fluid milk sales in 31 
Arkansas counties. Eleven of these 
counties are in the Central Arkansas 
marketing area. Fort Smith and Central 
Arkansas handlers have overlapping 
route sales. 

There have been several recent shifts 
of sales and supplies among Memphis 
and Central Arkansas handlers. A 
handler who has plants regulated under 
both orders recently commenced supply¬ 
ing his distribution point in Forrest City, 
Arkansas, from his Memphis order plant. 
Prior to this date this distribution point 
was supplied from his Central Arkansas 
regulated plant. Effective September 
1962 the Central Arkansas Milk Pro¬ 
ducers Association began supplying a 
Memphis order handler with all his fluid 
needs. Starting in January 1963 this 
cooperative began supplying another 
distributor in the Memphis market with 
part of his fluid milk needs. These 
shifts in supply and sales increase the 
percent of producer milk being utilized 
for Class I purposes in one market while 
decreasing such percentage in the other 
market. By combining the receipts from 
producers and disposition of fluid milk 
by handlers in the three markets such 


shifts will not affect the total supply- 
sales ratio. 

Since handlers regulated under the 
three orders compete for a supply of 
milk and for fluid sales, a misalignment 
of prices among these orders could re¬ 
sult in uneconomic movements of milk. 
Therefore, the supply-demand adjustor 
herein proposed is identical for the three 
orders. A proposal was made to omit 
the supply-demand adjustor provisions 
from the Fort Smith order on the basis 
that supply-demand adjustments could 
result in a Class I price misaligned with 
the Class I price handlers located in 
Tulsa and regulated under the Okla¬ 
homa Metropolitan order are required 
to pay. Since the Oklahoma Metropoli¬ 
tan order contains a supply-demand ad¬ 
justor, there would be no fixed relation¬ 
ship between the Fort Smith and 
Oklahoma Metropolitan prices even if 
the adjustor was not used in Fort Smith. 
Hence, the proposed supply-demand ad¬ 
justor should apply to the Fort Smith 
market as well as the Memphis and Cen¬ 
tral Arkansas markets with which it is 
so closely related. 

Under the requirements of the Agri¬ 
cultural Marketing Agreement Act, au¬ 
thorizing Federal milk orders, prices 
established by milk marketing orders 
must reflect supply and demand condi¬ 
tions in the respective market for which 
an order is issued. As these supply and 
demand conditions change from time to 
time, the changes must be reflected ap¬ 
propriately in order prices. Changes in 
the relationship of receipts of producer 
milk by regulated handlers and Class I 
disposition by such handlers are a meas¬ 
urable reflection of changes in market 
supply-demand conditions. 

In 1962 the ratio of producer receipts 
to gross Class I sales in the Memphis 
market averaged 107 percent, in the Fort 
Smith market averaged 113 percent and 
in the Central Arkansas market averaged 
112 percent. During this same period, 
the monthly average receipts from pro¬ 
ducers by regulated handlers in these 
markets were: Memphis, 22.4 million 
pounds; Fort Smith, 4.2 million pounds; 
and Central Arkansas, 16.0 million 
pounds. 

The supply-demand adjustor recom¬ 
mended herein contains a utilization 
range which averages 110-116 percent a 
year. The recommended adjustor pro¬ 
vides for monthly utilization ratios to be 
obtained by dividing the pounds of pro¬ 
ducer milk received by the milk plants 
fully regulated under the three orders 
for the second and third preceding 
months by the net pounds of Class I sales 
by such plants for the same months. 
The utilization ratios so computed aver¬ 
aged 111 percent for the 1961 pricing 
year; 110 percent for 1962; and 102 per¬ 
cent for the first six months of 1963. 

Representatives of producers testified 
in favor of a supply-demand adjustor 
with monthly utilization ranges, based 
on the three market totals, which aver¬ 
aged 111.7-117.5 annually. They main¬ 
tained a reserve of this magnitude is 
needed to provide an adequate supply of 
milk for handlers’ Class I sales. 

Handlers opposed supply-demand ad¬ 
justors for the three orders but proposed 
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that if the orders were to have a supply- 
demand adjustor, the midpoint of the 
utilization range be centered around the 
1961 or 1962 utilization percentages of 
the three market totals with a 10 point 
range. 

Handlers testified that producer milk 
received at regulated plants was not 
truly reflective of the supply situation 
in the three markets because producer 
cooperatives have been shipping milk 
from their members’ farms directly to 
manufacturing plants and to other mar¬ 
kets without accounting for such milk 
as producer milk as defined in the orders. 

The Mid-South Milk Producers As¬ 
sociation, the principal cooperative in 
the Memphis market, entered exhibits 
which showed the quantity and dispo¬ 
sition of the milk of its members which 
did not enter into the Memphis market 
statistics. In 1962 an Average of 823,000 
pounds of milk per month which was 
handled by the cooperative was not in¬ 
cluded as producer milk under the 
Memphis order. This was equivalent to 
three percent of the total producer milk 
in the Memphis market during this pe¬ 
riod. In the first four months of 1963 
the cooperative did not report as pro¬ 
ducer milk nearly four million pounds of 
milk of its members. However, some of 
this milk was not acceptable for fluid 
use and some of the four million pounds 
did not enter into the market statistics 
because of the failure of a supply plant 
to qualify as a fluid milk plant during 
one month. Hence, the 1963 supply- 
sales ratios are not representative of the 
usual market conditions. 

The Central Arkansas Milk Producers 
Association, the principal cooperative in 
the Fort Smith and Central Arkansas 
markets, presented figures which showed 
the pounds of milk of their members 
which was associated with the Memphis, 
Fort Smith and Central Arkansas mar¬ 
kets but which was not reported as 
producer milk. In 1962 this averaged 
approximately 1.2 million pounds per 
month, equivalent to 5.5 percent of the 
combined producer milk receipts in the 
Fort Smith and Central Arkansas or¬ 
ders during such year. The total pounds 
of off-the-market milk handled by this 
cooperative in the first three months of 
1963 was less than 200,000 pounds. 

Handler representatives asserted that 
any supply-demand adjustor for the 
three markets should include all off-the- 
market milk of cooperative members who 
had been producers at any time as de¬ 
fined in these orders. The cooperatives 
whose members’ milk is shipped to Mem¬ 
phis, Fort Smith and Central Arkansas 
order handlers also regularly supply han¬ 
dlers regulated under other orders and 
unregulated plants. Hence, “off-the- 
market” sales are not necessarily pri¬ 
marily associated with these three regu¬ 
lated markets. Also, milk which is not 
accepted by handlers because of their 
special quality requirements can hardly 
be construed as available for sale in these 
markets. Handlers under the three 
orders obtain practically their entire 
supply of milk from cooperatives, order¬ 
ing the milk as needed without regard 
for the available supply. 

The pounds of milk which was mar¬ 
keted outside these three order programs 


by the two principal cooperatives but 
which might be identified as a reserve 
supply for these markets was reported 
by the cooperatives at the hearing for 
the period January 1962 through March 
1963. When this milk was added to the 
producer receipts and Class I sales of 
handlers regulated under the three 
orders the ratios of receipts to sales in 
the pricing months July, August and 
September were increased substantially. 
The supply-demand ratio for these 
months reflected the seasonal peak of 
production relative to sales during the 
preceding March through June. When 
the reported market supply was rela¬ 
tively short, however, there was little 
difference in the ratios which included 
the “off-the-market” sales. The ratios 
based on reported producer milk and 
those including outside sales not re¬ 
ported for the period are shown below. 


Pricing period, 
year and month 

Reported ratios 
of producer milk 
receipts to Class 

I sales 

Ratios of pro¬ 
ducer receipts to 
Class I sales in¬ 
cluding “off- 
market-milk” 

1962 

Percent 

Percent 

April__ 

107 

109 

May__ 

107 

108 

June_ 

110 

114 

July_ 

113 

124 

August_ 

111 

125 

September_ 

115 

121 

October_ 

114 

117 

November.. 

111 

113 

December.. 

109 

109 

1963 



January- 

105 

105 

February. 

104 

105 

March.. 

103 

105 

April.. 

May._.. 

101 

103 

98 

100 


It is obvious that in certain months the 
markets have available more milk than 
handlers are willing to take. The total 
producer milk in these markets as re¬ 
ported by regulated handlers is deter¬ 
mined largely by the quantity of milk 
the handlers in such markets accept in 
their plants. 

It has been the practice of the co¬ 
operatives to ship excess milk directly 
from farms to manufacturing plants in¬ 
stead of through a fluid milk plant in 
order to reduce transportation costs. 
By not reporting such milk as diverted 
milk under the order, the cooperatives 
also save, as handlers of such milk, an 
administrative assessment of four cents 
per hundredweight. Even during the 
months of short production cooperatives 
have some off-the-market milk. Due to 
weekly variations in the demand for fluid 
milk products, the cooperatives have had 
excess milk in the early part of a week 
and then have had to import milk in the 
latter part of the week in order to supply 
handlers’ requirements. Representa¬ 
tives of the principal cooperatives in the 
three markets testified they intended to 
continue marketing excess milk as they 
have but that such off-the-market milk 
would always be available to handlers 
should they request it and that only such 
milk as is accepted by handlers should 
be taken into account in establishing 
norms for the supply-demand adjustors. 
Handlers testified that the cooperatives 
have never refused to supply them with 
milk when it was available. 


The utilization percentages recoin- 
mended herein are based on actual re- 
ceipts of producer milk and reported 
Class I sales. These receipts and sales 
are identifiable with these three mar¬ 
kets and are measures which can be 
determined accurately. The inclusion 
of certain off-market sales would requin 
that the norms selected be established 
at a somewhat higher level of supply in 
order to retain the same price level, 
Since the reported producer milk and 
Class I sales appear to be reflecting the 
changes in the relative supply of milk 
in these markets to their Class I sales, 
the figures used to calculate the supply- 
demand adjustor should be these report¬ 
ed and verifiable receipts and sales. 

The rate of adjustment for variations 
from the standard utilization ratios 
herein proposed would be nominal when 
such variations first appear, but would be 
increased progressively as a variation of 
like direction and amount persisted 
through two or three consecutive two- 
month periods. Such a provision will 
avoid substantial price increases or de¬ 
creases based on nonrecurring deviations 
from the established norms. Substantial 
price adjustment will, however, occui 
when undersupply or oversupply repre¬ 
senting significant deviations from the 
established norms persist for a period 
of time. 

This type of adjustment is accom¬ 
plished by providing that for each per¬ 
centage unit of deviation from the 
standard range the price shall be ad¬ 
justed by one cent, plus one cent for 
each such percentage unit for which 
there was a deviation of like extent and 
character in the first two -month period 
next preceding, plus one additional cent 
for each such percentage point for which 
there was a deviation of like extent and 
character in each of the first and second 
two-month periods next preceding. The 
accumulated adjustments would not ex¬ 
ceed the 3-cent rate based on one two- 
month period which was proposed by 
cooperatives. However, the accumula¬ 
tion of three one-cent adjustments win 
delay adjustments when the market con¬ 
dition departs from normal until tn® 
departure is firmly established. Tne 
proposed adjustor would also bring.*!! 
adjustment back to zero promptly, when¬ 
ever the ratio again falls within tn 
normal range. f r 

The proposed supply -demand adjust 
would have made little or no adjustme 
to the Class I price during 1961 ai 
1962. Using the combined data for 
three markets, the utilization ran=, 
which would have been used to estao 
1961 prices averaged 111 percent 
averaged 110 percent for 1962 pr • 
Little milk was imported in 1961 an 
1962, prior to September. It »PP e * ' 
therefore, that the total available^ 
ceipts were adequate during that P el 

Although the proposed adjustor w 
have had practically no effect ° n d 


ind 1962 prices, it would have £tT 'V >1 ' 0 { 
>lus 12 cents for the first six nion 
963. The adjustor in the ^env 
>rder, which also was used in de 
ng the Central Arkansas Class ^ 
luring part of this period ave ^ ag . ^2 
/o cent in 1961, plus 2 J / 2 cents m 
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and plus 18% cents during the first half 

of 1963. 

Producer receipts in the three markets 
as a percentage of Class I sales in the 
period which would have been used under 
the proposed adjustor to determine Jan¬ 
uary-June 1963 prices dropped below 100 
percent during one month and averaged 
only 102 percent. In the Memphis mar¬ 
ket alone, however, in the same period 
producer receipts as a percentage of Class 
I sales dropped below 100 percent three 
times and averaged only 99 percent. 
Thus the adjustor based on the Memphis 
receipts and sales reflected a more se¬ 
vere shortage of supply relative to sales 
than that which existed in the three 
market areas. 

The supply-demand adjustor proposed 
by the cooperative associations was based 
on the ratio of producer receipts to utili¬ 
zation, using the three market totals, for 
the second and third preceding months 
and provided for an adjustment of three 
cents for each unit of deviation from a 
table of standard utilization percentages 
with adjustments limited to six cents a 
month. The utilization range proposed 
by the cooperatives would have resulted 
in an increase in the Class I price in all 
but one of the months of 1962, ranging 
from three to nine cents with an aver¬ 
age increase for the year of 4.5 cents. 
In view of the supply-demand conditions 
during the year, this additional price 
increase does not appear warranted. 

The proposed six-cent limitation on 
monthly adjustments is not adopted. 
Should a substantial price adjustment 
occur during the short production 
months, price adjustments can be per¬ 
petuated into the flush production 
months due to the six-cent adjustment 
limitation. The supply-demand adjustor 
herein proposed will better provide for 
prompt price increases under unfavor¬ 
able production conditions while provid¬ 
ing for prompter price decreases when 
the market becomes adequately supplied. 

The handlers’ proposal to adopt a sup¬ 
ply-demand adjustor with a ten-point 
range centered around the 1961 or 1962 
ratios would result, essentially, in an 
adjustor which would seldom make any 
Price adjustments. The proposal is 
denied. 

The proposal to base the supply-de¬ 
mand adjustor on a 12-month base pe¬ 
riod is denied. This proposal was made 
^ an alternative should a supply-de¬ 
mand adjustor as herein proposed not be 
a dopted. 

Under this proposal one would obtain 
me total producer receipts and Class I 
sales of the Memphis, Fort Smith and 
entral Arkansas order handlers for the 
/Ji on th period of August through July 
ho from these figures compute the ratio 
1 Producer receipts to Class I sales, 
ms ratio would then be added or sub¬ 
tracted from a fixed ratio. The fixed 
0 or norm, would be predetermined 
miiv e khsis of the volume of reserve 
C1 * required to adequately meet the 
vpd? 1 deman ds of the markets on a 
iu 5 roun d basis. To obtain the ad- 
each P° int of difference be- 
tahiiV j 12 “ m °nth ratio and the es- 
twn n e( t norm would be multiplied by 
cents. This figure would then be 
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multiplied by twelve to give the total 
adjustments to be made for a year. 
Under the proposal, adjustments would 
not be made during the four flush 
months of production so the total ad¬ 
justment figure for the year would be 
divided by eight. The resulting figure 
would then be the monthly Class I ad¬ 
justment for the eight months of August 
through March. 

The proposed norm for this supply- 
demand adjustor was 120 percent. The 
ratios of the combined three market 
statistics in 1961 was 111 percent and 
in 1962 was 110 percent. A norm of 
120 and the 1962 utilization ratio of 
110 would have resulted in a 30-cent 
increase per month to the Class I price 
in the three markets for an eight-month 
period. Such an increase in price would 
have resulted in a serious misalignment 
of prices with surrounding markets. 
Furthermore, proponents of this pro¬ 
posal stated it was not their intent to 
obtain an increase in the Class I price 
through a supply-demand adjustor. 
Also, this proposal should be denied be¬ 
cause the proposed base period minimizes 
the effect of market changes in current 
months. Current month-to-month 
changes in receipts and utilization are 
subdued in a 12-month average to one- 
twelfth of the change in the latest month. 
Further, a fixed base period as August 
through July would determine the 
supply-demand adjustments for the fol¬ 
lowing August through March. Thus 
the supply-demand adjustments in the 
first three months of 1964 would be based 
on supply-demand conditions existing in 
the three markets during the last five 
months of 1962 and the first seven 
months of 1963. Experience indicates 
that substantial changes in market sup¬ 
ply and sales have occurred over such 
a time period. 

The proposal to include Class I sales 
in the marketing areas made by han¬ 
dlers other than those regulated under 
the Memphis, Fort Smith and Central 
Arkansas orders is denied. Such sales 
are made by handlers who obtain their 
milk supply from sources other than the 
farmers who regularly supply these 
markets. 

2. Class II prices. The Memphis, Fort 
Smith and Central Arkansas orders 
should be amended to provide that the 
price for Class n milk shall be the basic 
formula price which is the average price 
per hundredweight for manufacturing 
grade milk, f.o.b. plants in Minnesota 
and Wisconsin, as reported by the United 
States Department of Agriculture, ad¬ 
justed to a 3.5 percent butterfat test. 

The present Class n price under the 
Memphis order is determined from the 
average of basic prices reported to have 
been paid at five local manufacturing 
plants plus 30 cents for the months of 
September-November and plus 20 cents 
for all other months. The present Fort 
Smith Class II price is computed by using 
the average of basic prices reported to 
have been paid at two local manufactur¬ 
ing plants. The Central Arkansas Class 
II price is the average price paid for 
manufacturing grade milk in the United 
States. 


For the 12-month period May 1962 
through April 1963 the average monthly 
Class II price for milk of 3.5 percent 
butterfat content in Memphis was $2.93, 
in Fort Smith was $2.70 and in Central 
Arkansas was $3.00. The Minnesota- 
Wisconsin series for 3.5 percent milk 
during this period averaged $3,067. 

Distributing plants regulated under 
these orders normally arrange for a sup¬ 
ply of milk which includes some reserve 
over their actual volume of Class I sales. 
When this reserve is not used for Class 
I purposes it is used in manufactured 
dairy products and, accordingly, is clas¬ 
sified as Class II. The price for this 
reserve milk should be established at a 
level at which such milk can be disposed 
of for manufacturing use. 

Regulated plants use reserve milk 
regularly each month in Class II prod¬ 
ucts such as cottage cheese and ice 
cream. Producer milk in excess of that 
used by regulated plants is moved to 
manufacturing plants. In order to ob¬ 
tain a supply of quality milk, manufac¬ 
turing plants in the area pay premiums 
over their basic price. It is a common 
practice for such plants to pay dairy 
farmers a 15-cent premium if they have 
a cooler and an additional 25-cent pre¬ 
mium if they have barns with concrete 
floors. Producers supplying handlers 
regulated by these orders qualify for 
such premiums and producer milk moved 
to manufacturing plants has been sold 
at prices higher than the order prices. 

Cooperative associations market 
nearly all of the milk which is in excess 
of that needed by Memphis handlers. 
The principal cooperative supplying the 
Memphis market sold almost fourteen 
million pounds of milk to manufacturing 
plants during the 16-month period of 
January 1962 through April 1963. The 
manufacturing plants were located 
mainly in Tennessee and Mississippi. 
The cooperative’s witness reported that 
on all milk sold to manufacturing 
plants (from January 1962 through 
March 1963) the cooperative received a 
weighted average price of $3.11 per 
hundredweight of milk (adjusted to 3.5 
percent butterfat content). 

The Central Arkansas Milk Producers 
Association markets practically all of 
the milk supply not needed by handlers 
regulated under the Fort Smith and 
Central Arkansas orders. This coopera¬ 
tive has various outlets available, mainly 
in Arkansas, for such excess milk. Most 
manufacturing outlets in Arkansas are 
paying quality premiums of 40 cents 
over their reported basic price. Includ¬ 
ing the 40 cent premium, the average 
prices paid by two Arkansas manufactur¬ 
ing plants during the year 1962, aver¬ 
aged $3.17 per hundredweight for milk 
testing 3.5 percent butterfat. As of Feb¬ 
ruary 18, 1963, the Central Arkansas 
Milk Producers Association had arrange¬ 
ments with three manufacturing outlets 
where they receive 12 cents above the 
Central Arkansas order Class II price. 

The Central Arkansas Milk Producers 
Association proposed that the monthly 
Class II price in Fort Smith and Central 
Arkansas be the Minnesota-Wisconsin 
price and for the months of September 
through February such price plus 25 
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cents. The Mid-South Producers As¬ 
sociation proposed that the Memphis 
monthly Class II price be the Minne- 
sota-Wisconsin series and for the 
months of September through February 
such price plus 10 cents. 

Proponents clearly established that 
the value of producer milk classified as 
Class II is greater than the basic prices 
announced by local dairy manufactur¬ 
ing plants or the average price for milk 
used in manufacturing dairy products in 
the United States. Inasmuch as coop¬ 
erative associations are willing to mar¬ 
ket milk in excess of handlers’ needs at 
the proposed higher Class II prices, it 
is concluded that the Class II price in 
the three markets should be the Minne¬ 
sota-Wisconsin series for manufacturing 
grade milk. This will lessen the dis¬ 
parity between the actual prices paid 
locally for premium quality milk used 
in manufacturing and the Class II order 
prices. 

The Class II prices in these orders 
should not be increased in certain 
months above the average prices paid 
by Minnesota and Wisconsin plants. 
Although the prices which the Arkansas 
cooperative obtained for milk sold to 
manufacturing plants has been some¬ 
what higher than the prices in the Min- 
nesota-Wisconsin series, the prices re¬ 
ceived by the Memphis cooperative were 
close to that series on an annual average 
basis. It is important that the Class II 
prices in each of these markets be es¬ 
tablished at the same level. Hence, the 
average price for manufacturing milk in 
Minnesota and Wisconsin should be used 
with no premiums in all months for the 
three markets. 

3. Dates for filing reports and an¬ 
nouncing class prices. Cooperative as¬ 
sociations representing most of the 
producers on the Memphis, Central Ar¬ 
kansas and Fort Smith markets proposed 
that the three orders be amended by 
changing the dates on which handlers 
are required to file reports of receipts 
and utilization to earlier dates in the 
month. Handlers opposed any change 
which would require reports to be filed 
on an earlier date. Since no necessity 
for earlier reporting dates was presented, 
no change in such filing dates should be 
made. 

The Memphis and Central Arkansas 
orders should be amended by changing 
the date on which the market adminis¬ 
trator is required to announce the mini¬ 
mum class prices and butterfat differen¬ 
tials from the 6th to the 5th day of the 
month. 

The Class I prices for all three orders 
are computed from the Minnesota-Wis¬ 
consin basic formula price. It is recom¬ 
mended in this decision that the Class 
II prices for all three orders be computed 
from the same basic formula price. The 
average price for manufacturing grade 
milk at plants in Minnesota and Wis¬ 
consin and the Chicago butter price are 
both available by the fifth day of each 
month. Hence, all data necessary to 
compute the minimum class prices and 
butterfat differentials will be available 
by the fifth day of each month and 
should be announced on that date. 


4. Classification of milk used for live¬ 
stock feed or dumped. The Central Ar¬ 
kansas order should be amended to 
provide for Class II classification of both 
the butterfat and skim milk in fluid milk 
products disposed of and used for live¬ 
stock feed. The proposals to amend the 
Memphis, Tennessee, and Fort Smith, 
Arkansas, orders to provide for Class II 
classification of only the skim milk dis¬ 
posed of and used for livestock feed are 
denied. 

The Memphis and Central Arkansas 
orders should be amended to provide for 
the Class II classification of skim milk 
and butterfat in fluid milk products 
which are dumped if the market admin¬ 
istrator has been notified in advance and 
afforded the opportunity to verify such 
dumping. 

The Memphis and Fort Smith orders 
presently provide for Class II classifica¬ 
tion of skim milk and butterfat disposed 
of for livestock feed while the Central 
Arkansas order provides for Class II 
classification of only the skim milk dis¬ 
posed of for livestock feed. 

Cooperative associations representing 
producers supplying these markets pro¬ 
posed that the three orders be amended 
to provide for Class II classification of 
skim milk disposed of and used for live¬ 
stock feed subject to inspection, at his 
discretion, by the market administrator. 
The cooperative associations further 
proposed that each handler, with re¬ 
spect to skim milk disposed of and used 
for livestock feed, be required to report 
to the market administrator such in¬ 
formation at such time as the market 
administrator may require. The pri¬ 
mary purpose for these proposals was to 
assure conformity among the orders and 
to clarify the authority of the market 
administrator. 

Handlers regulated under the Mem¬ 
phis and Central Arkansas orders ob¬ 
jected to the proposals and requested the 
Class II.classification of both the butter¬ 
fat and skim milk in fluid milk products 
disposed of as livestock feed. 

Handlers under both orders testified 
that there were certain amounts of fluid 
milk products that could not be disposed 
of in Class I uses, principally returns 
from routes that have become unsalable 
as fluid products for human consump¬ 
tion. Other products which occasionally 
become unsalable for various reasons are 
vats of buttermilk, chocolate milk and 
cottage cheese. The unsalable butterfat 
and the skim milk is either disposed of 
for livestock feed at small returns to 
handlers or dumped with no financial 
return to handlers. 

In any case, where a handler disposes 
of milk as livestock feed it may be pre¬ 
sumed he is unable to find any other 
economic use for the product or its con¬ 
stituents. Ordinarily the disposal of 
butterfat for livestock feed would not 
occur in any case where salvage of the 
butterfat is reasonably possible. Ac¬ 
cordingly, the Class II classification 
should apply to butterfat in the same 
manner as it applies to skim milk in fluid 
milk products disposed of and used for 
livestock feed. 

Handlers regulated under the Mem¬ 
phis and Central Arkansas orders pro¬ 


posed that skim milk and butterfat con¬ 
tained in products dumped after prior 
notification to and opportunity for veri¬ 
fication by the market administrator be 
classified as Class H. 

Handlers testified that while some 
handlers have been able to find outlets 
as livestock feed for unsalable prod¬ 
ucts, others have not. By providing Class 
II classification with respect to the skim 
milk and butterfat in products dumped, 
the handler who is not able to locate an 
outlet for unsalable products will be on 
an equitable basis with the handler who 
has a livestock feed outlet. 

Allowing Class II classification for both 
the butterfat and skim milk in dumped 
products will accommodate the disposi¬ 
tion of route returns and other items 
from which the recovery of butterfat and 
skim milk is not possible or practicable. 

The market administrator can require 
such records at such times as are neces¬ 
sary and can prescribe such methods of 
accounting which he deems necessary to 
verify the claimed use of skim milk and 
butterfat for livestock feed and in 
dumped products. The market adminis¬ 
trator should be notified prior to any 
dumping and be afforded the opportu¬ 
nity to verify such dumping if he should 
deem it necessary. To provide other¬ 
wise would make it possible for a handler 
to claim unlimited dumping of products. 
In the case of products disposed of for 
livestock feed, physical inspection and 
adequate records are needed to assure 
that such disposition was made. 

5. Base and excess price plans. A 
base and excess plan of distributing re¬ 
turns for milk among producers should 
be incorporated into the Memphis, Ten¬ 
nessee, order. To accord producers 
adequate notice of the provisions of the 
base-excess plan, the order should not 
become effective until the beginning of 
the base-forming period on September 1, 
1964. The base plan in the Memphis 
market and the base plans in the Fort 
Smith and Central Arkansas markets 
should be coordinated as to base-forming 
and base-paying rules and the transfer 
of bases between markets. The changes 
in the base plans for the Fort Smitn 
and Central Arkansas markets should be 
effective this year with the exception 
that the base-forming months would oe 
revised next year to conform to the base 


plan in Memphis. , 

The cooperative association represent¬ 
ing the majority of the producers on i tn 
Memphis market proposed that a bas 
and excess plan be used in paying Pf°“ 
ducers. The cooperative associate 
representing most of the producers o 
the Central Arkansas and Fort Smi 
markets and several producers on t 
Memphis market supported the propos • 
There is a substantial movement 
milk from producers on the n eal ' 
Central Arkansas and Fort Smith m 
kets to the Memphis market. The c 
tral Arkansas and Fort Smith or 
presently provide for base and e> _ 
plans of distributing returns for m 
among producers. The proponent 
base plan for Memphis requested a 
excess plan that would conform to j 
fied base-excess plans for the Cei 

AvVoncoo onH TT'nr’t. Rmit.ll Orders. 
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The base-forming period under the 
Memphis order should be the months 
of September through January. The 
months of September through December 
are the base-forming months under the 
nearby Central Arkansas and Fort 
Smith orders. After this year, the base¬ 
forming period for the Fort Smith and 
Central Arkansas orders should be the 
months of September through January 
to encourage increased production in 
January. In view of the overlapping of 
the Memphis milkshed with the Central 
Arkansas and Fort Smith milksheds, it 
is appropriate that the base-forming 
periods be the same. 

Proponents asked that the base-excess 
plans provide for the calculation of a 
producer’s daily base on the aggregate 
deliveries by such producer to handlers 
regulated under any of the three orders 
and that such producer’s daily base 
should be recognized during the base and 
excess payment period with respect to 
that producer’s deliveries to handlers 
under all of the three orders. 

Due to the shifting of producer milk 
between handlers regulated under the 
three orders, the daily base for each pro¬ 
ducer should be determined by the mar¬ 
ket administrator by dividing the total 
pounds of milk received from such pro¬ 
ducer during the base-forming period by 
handlers fully regulated under the terms 
of the respective orders regulating the 
handling of milk in the Memphis, Cen¬ 
tral Arkansas and Fort Smith marketing 
areas, by the total number of days in 
the base-forming period beginning with 
the first day on which milk is received 
from such producer by a handler regu¬ 
lated under any one of the aforesaid 
orders, but not less than 90 for the Sep- 
tember-December base-forming period 
for Fort Smith and Central Arkansas 
during 1963 and 120 thereafter. Such 
daily average base for each producer 
should be prorated for use during each of 
the base payment months according to 
his total deliveries to handlers regulated 
respectively under the Central Arkansas, 
Fort Smith and Memphis orders. 

If a plant first became a fluid milk 
Plant during or after the preceding base- 
forming period, provision should be 
ttiade for assigning bases to the dairy 
farmers regularly supplying such plant. 
This would be effectuated by according 
such dairy farmers the same treatment 
as other producers in establishing bases. 
Bases would be computed from deliveries 
to the plant in the base-forming period 
Ior dairy farmers who became pro¬ 


ducers by virtue of the plant to which 
they delivered milk in the base-forming 
Period having subsequently qualified as 
a fluid milk plant. 

For deliveries during each month of 
March through July, separate uniform 
f or “base milk” and “excess milk” 
ouid be computed for Memphis pro- 
thr erS V. T * le mon ths of February 
m . July are the base-payment 
Fnrf o * n ^e Cen tral Arkansas and 
anrt orders. However, in 1965 

shnni!J e if ea ? ter ’ base-payment period 
undpr rf limi ted to March through July 
m-J? T? tllree orders to encourage more 
in February. 

thp rn, ?r oducer, s base milk would be 
Quantity of such producer’s milk re¬ 


ceived by a handler fully regulated un¬ 
der the respective order which is not in 
excess of the producer’s pro rata base 
applicable to such handler’s plant. His 
total base for the three markets would 
be determined by multiplying such pro¬ 
ducer’s daily base by the number of days 
in the base-payment month. This base 
would be prorated to receipts from such 
producer at each plant fully regulated 
under the Memphis, Fort Smith or Cen¬ 
tral Arkansas order in the proportion of 
receipts during the month at each plant 
to the total receipts from such producer 
at all plants fully regulated by any of 
the three orders. 

The proposed base-excess payment 
plan for Memphis is patterned after that 
used in Fort Smith and Central Arkan¬ 
sas. It provides that Class n disposition 
in the handler’s plant would first be as¬ 
signed to excess milk and the remaining 
use value would be assigned to base milk. 
If the handler’s Class I utilization should 
be more more than the base milk received 
from producers in any month, such addi¬ 
tional Class I milk would be allocated 
to excess milk and the excess blend price 
would be increased accordingly. 

On or before January 25, 1964, for the 
Fort Smith and Central Arkansas orders 
and on or before February 25 of each 
year thereafter for all three orders, the 
market administrator should notify each 
producer of the base established by such 
producer. This will provide adequate 
time for the market administrator to 
complete the extensive work of comput¬ 
ing and announcing bases and will cor¬ 
respond with the announcement dates 
in the Central Arkansas order. 

Proponents requested that the base 
rules provide for the transfer of estab¬ 
lished bases between the three orders. 
The base rules herein recommended are 
patterned after the base rules in the 
Central Arkansas order and will coordi¬ 
nate the base and excess plans in the 
Memphis, Central Arkansas and Fort 
Smith orders. 

A producer may maintain his base 
when he moves to another farm. Pro¬ 
vision should be made that he may trans¬ 
fer his entire base to any other person. 
The producer making such transfer 
should notify the market administrator 
on forms approved by the market ad¬ 
ministrator and signed by the base- 
holder or his heirs and by the person to 
whom such base is to be transferred, on 
or before the end of the month in which 
such transfer is to be effective. If a base 
is held jointly, the entire base could be 
transferred only if the application is 
signed by all joint holders or their heirs 
and by the person to whom such base 
is to be transferred. Such base transfer 
rules should be applicable to base trans¬ 
fers between the Memphis, Central Ar¬ 
kansas and Fort Smith orders. 

6. Fort Smith marketing area. The 
proposal to add the Arkansas counties 
of Sebastian, Scott, Logan, Johnson and 
Franklin to the Fort Smith, Arkansas, 
marketing area is denied. 

The present Fort Smith marketing 
area includes the territory within the 
corporate limits of Fort Smith, Arkan¬ 
sas, Van Buren, Arkansas, and within the 
boundaries of the Camp Chaffee military 
reservation. Fort Smith is located in 


Sebastian County, Van Buren in Craw¬ 
ford County and Camp Chaffee is located 
primarily in Sebastian County. Two 
handlers, both located in Fort Smith, 
are fully regulated under the provisions 
of the Fort Smith order by virtue of fluid 
milk sales in the marketing area. 

The proposal to enlarge the marketing 
area was made by the Central Arkansas 
Milk Producers Association. This coop¬ 
erative, which supplies the two handlers 
regulated under the Fort Smith order, 
did not offer any testimony as to the 
prices being paid producers by three un¬ 
regulated handlers located in the coun¬ 
ties proposed to be added to the market¬ 
ing area. Also, the cooperative failed to 
show any loss of sales in the proposed 
area by handlers purchasing milk from 
the cooperative. 

The expansion of the marketing area 
as proposed would result in three addi¬ 
tional handlers becoming regulated un¬ 
der the order. Two of these handlers are 
located in Logan County and the other 
handler is located in Johnson County. 
These handlers have from 90 to 100 per¬ 
cent of their fluid milk sales in the pro¬ 
posed addition to the marketing area. 
One of these handlers receives Grade A 
milk from five dairy farms, including his 
own. This handler distributes milk in 
Sebastian, Scott, Logan and Johnson 
Counties. Another handler purchases 
milk from eight Grade A producers and 
distributes milk in Franklin, Logan and 
Johnson Counties. The third handler, 
located in Johnson County, purchases 
milk from 13 Grade A producers and dis¬ 
tributes milk in two of the five counties 
proposed to be added to the marketing 
area. The three unregulated handlers 
and some of the dairy farmers supplying 
these handlers opposed the expansion 
of the marketing area. 

Although the prices paid by the two 
unregulated handlers who testified at the 
hearing indicate that they are paying 
somewhat less for milk than would be 
required under the classified prices of 
the Fort Smith order, there was no indi¬ 
cation that regulated handlers had suf¬ 
fered loss of sales due to any competi¬ 
tive price advantage on the part of these 
unregulated handlers. No regulated 
handler appeared to support any addi¬ 
tion to the marketing area or to pre¬ 
sent evidence that he was at a disad¬ 
vantage in meeting competition from the 
three unregulated handlers. One unreg¬ 
ulated handler stated he has no store 
sales because stores can purchase their 
milk from regulated handlers at a price 
lower than he is willing to meet. 

Handlers regulated by the Fort Smith 
order make approximately 70 percent of 
the total fluid milk sales in the proposed 
five-county area. The three unregulated 
handlers have approximately 11 percent 
of the fluid sales in the proposed area. 
Although regulated handlers have the 
majority of the sales in these counties 
they have no apparent competitive dis¬ 
advantage in the counties and, accord¬ 
ingly, these counties should not be in¬ 
cluded in the marketing area. 

7. Central Arkansas marketing area. 
The Central Arkansas marketing area 
should be expanded to include the Ar¬ 
kansas counties of Craighead and Poin¬ 
sett. 
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The addition of Craighead and Poin¬ 
sett Counties to the marketing area will 
regulate a handler located in Paragould, 
Arkansas. The Paragould handler be¬ 
came regulated under the Memphis or¬ 
der by virtue of having fluid milk sales 
in excess of 1,000 pounds per day in the 
Memphis marketing area. In May 1963, 
approximately 3.4 percent of his total 
fluid milk sales were in the Memphis 
marketing area. The Memphis order 
which operates on the basis of an indi¬ 
vidual-handler pool requires that any 
plant from which 1,000 pounds of Class I 
milk per day, or 5 percent of the Class I 
milk at the plant during the month, is 
disposed of on routes in the marketing 
area shall be regulated as to minimum 
prices paid producers. The Central Ark¬ 
ansas order requires that 10 percent of a 
plant’s receipts from producers and other 
pool plants be disposed of on routes in 
the marketing area as a basis for full 
regulation. 

The Paragould handler has approxi¬ 
mately 5 percent of his fluid milk sales 
in the present Arkansas marketing area, 
6 percent of his fluid milk sales in Poin¬ 
sett County and 11 percent of such sales 
in Craighead County. Since the handler 
uses about 90 percent of his receipts in 
fluid sales, 20 percent of his total re¬ 
ceipts are disposed of on routes in the 
present and proposed marketing area. 

This handler stated he preferred to be 
regulated under the Central Arkansas 
order. Handlers under the Memphis 
and Central Arkansas orders, and pro¬ 
ducers supplying the Memphis market 
were not opposed to the change in reg¬ 
ulation provided that such handler re¬ 
ceived the same location differential 
under the Central Arkansas order as he 
currently does under the Memphis order. 

The Paragould handler with a slight 
withdrawal of fluid milk sales in the 
Memphis marketing area could obtain 
an unregulated status. This handler 
should be continually regulated as he 
competes extensively with handlers in 
both the Memphis and Central Arkansas 
markets for Class I sales and in procure¬ 
ment of supplies. The proposed expan¬ 
sion of the marketing area will insure 
continued regulated status for this han¬ 
dler under the Central Arkansas order. 

The Paragould. handler presently has 
more fluid milk sales in the Central 
Arkansas marketing area than he does in 
the Memphis marketing area. He pur¬ 
chases the majority of his milk from 
Arkansas producers through the Central 
Arkansas Milk Producers Association. 
This handler has from 46 to 62 percent 
(according to different estimates) of the 
Class I sales in Craighead County and 
from 43 to 47 percent of the milk sales in 
Poinsett County. The remaining portion 
of the sales in these two counties are 
made by Memphis and Central Arkansas 
order handlers, except for a small 
amount of sales in Poinsett County by a 
St. Louis order handler. 

The proposed counties are contiguous 
with the present marketing area and are 
an integral part of the sales area of 
Central Arkansas order regulated han¬ 
dlers. The health regulations appli¬ 
cable to milk sold for fluid consumption 
are identical throughout such area so 


that milk can and does move freely 
within the area. 

The Central Arkansas Milk Producers 
Association proposed the extension of 
the marketing area to include also the 
Arkansas counties of Greene, Independ¬ 
ence, Jackson, Lawrence and Missis¬ 
sippi. 

Independence, Jackson, and Lawrence 
Counties should not be added to the mar¬ 
keting area because the addition of these 
counties would bring a handler located in 
Batesville, Arkansas, under regulation. 
This handler makes approximately 60 
percent of his fluid milk sales in these 
three counties and 40 percent of his 
sales in other counties north of Bates¬ 
ville. The Batesville handler is pur¬ 
chasing his milk from the Central Ar¬ 
kansas Milk Producers Association on a 
classified basis at prices in line with 
minimum order prices he would be re¬ 
quired to pay if regulated under the Cen¬ 
tral Arkansas order. A representative 
for the cooperative testified that this was 
an equitable price and that regulated 
handlers were not losing Class I sales 
in the proposed counties. The Batesville 
handler opposed regulation. There was 
no need shown for regulating this han¬ 
dler and, therefore, these three counties 
should not be added to the marketing 
area. 

Greene and Mississippi Counties 
should not be added to the marketing 
area. Central Arkansas handlers have 
approximately two percent of the fluid 
milk sales in Greene County and not 
more than seven percent of such sales in 
Mississippi County. Excluding the sales 
of the Paragould handler, Memphis han¬ 
dlers have approximately 13 percent of 
the sales in Greene County and not more 
than 41 percent of such sales in Missis¬ 
sippi County. These counties are so 
insignificantly associated with the sales 
territory of present Central Arkansas 
handlers that it does not justify their 
being added to the marketing area. 
Further, an unregulated handler in Cape 
Girardeau, Missouri, is currently supply¬ 
ing a military base located in Mississippi 
County. Should this county be added to 
the marketing area this handler could 
become regulated. The record shows no 
need for regulating this handler under 
the Central Arkansas order. 

8. Advance payment to cooperative 
associations. The Central Arkansas 
order should be amended to provide 
specifically for advance payments by 
handlers to cooperative associations on 
bulk tank milk for which the cooperative 
association acts as the handler. 

The order presently provides for ad¬ 
vance and final payments by a handler 
to a cooperative association which the 
market administrator determines is au¬ 
thorized by its members to collect pay¬ 
ments for their milk and which has so 
requested any handler in writing, and 
for final payments by a handler to a 
cooperative association with respect to 
receipts of bulk tank milk for which the 
cooperative association is the handler. 
The cooperative association representing 
most of the producers on the market pro¬ 
posed that the order be amended to 
specifically require a handler to make 
the advance payment to the cooperative 
association on bulk tank milk for which 


the cooperative acts as the handler. 
There was no opposition to the proposal. 
The advance payment should be due the 
second day before payments are due in¬ 
dividual producers. 

9. Market administrator reports to co¬ 
operative associations. The Memphis, 
Tennessee, order should be amended to 
provide that the market administrator 
report to each cooperative association, 
which so requests, the percentage of milk 
delivered by such association or its mem¬ 
bers which was used in each class by each 
handler receiving such milk. 

The cooperative association represent¬ 
ing the majority of the producers on the 
market proposed that on or before the 
11th day after the end of each month, 
the market administrator report to each 
cooperative association which so re¬ 
quests, with respect to milk delivered by 
such association or by its members to 
each handler during the month: (1) The 
percentage of such receipts classified in 
each class; and (2) the percentage rela¬ 
tionship of such receipts to the total 
pounds of Class I milk available to assign 
to such receipts exclusive of the Class I 
milk disposed of by such handler to the 
fluid milk plants of other handlers and 
to nonfluid milk plants. 

Under the present provisions of the 
Memphis order, bulk tank milk for which 
the cooperative association is the han¬ 
dler and which is delivered directly to 
fluid milk plants of other handlers is 
prorated with receipts at the fluid milk 
plant from producers and from other 
cooperative associations which are han¬ 
dlers for bulk tank milk. Such a cooper¬ 
ative association reports to the market 
administrator only the receipts from 
producers and the total pounds of skim 
milk and butterfat delivered to each fluid 
milk plant. From the handlers’ reports 
of receipts and utilization and from other 
reports prescribed by the order and by 
the market administrator, the market 
administrator calculates the net obliga¬ 
tion of each handler for milk received 
from producers and notifies each handler 
of such obligation on or before the lltn 
day of each month. The notification 
includes, along with other information, 
the amount and value of milk in eacn 
class. . 

By requiring the market admims via¬ 
tor to report at the same time to the co¬ 
operative association the percentage o 
milk delivered by such association or ltjs 
members which was classified in eac 
class by each handler receiving such nu ■ * 
the association will be informed 
ately of the proportions of its 
milk used in each class by each handier, 
and can plan its marketing program ac¬ 
cording to the relative use of produc 
milk in Class I at each plant. 

The relationship of receipts of produ 
milk from cooperative associations 
each handler’s plant to the total P ou . 
of Class I milk available to assign su 
receipts, exclusive of the Class I m r K 
posed of by such handler to the fluid { a 
plants of other handlers and to non 
milk plants, involves the disclosure oi 
formation with respect to milk othei■ 
producer milk in the handlers P ' 
Therefore, the market adnunistu i 
should not be required to report tni 
formation to cooperative association • 
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10. Type of pool. The proposal to 
change the pooling arrangement of the 
Memphis, Tennessee, order from an in¬ 
dividual-handler pool to a marketwide 
pool was abandoned at the hearing by 
its proponents. Since no evidence was 
presented at the hearing regarding the 
need for a marketwide pool, the order 
should not be amended in this aspect on 
the basis of this record. 

11. Location differentials. The basing 
points for location price adjustments in 
the Central Arkansas order should be 
Arkadelphia, Arkansas, or Little Rock, 
Arkansas, whichever is nearer. No 
changes should be made in the location 
price differentials in the Memphis order. 

The present basing points for location 
differentials in Central Arkansas are 
Little Rock and Benton. Arkadelphia is 
located 48 miles south of Benton. Re¬ 
cently a plant at Arkadelphia, which was 
fully regulated under this order was pur¬ 
chased by a partially regulated handler 
in Camden, Arkansas. The plant in 
Arkadelphia is being closed and the sales 
from that plant will be served by the 
Camden plant. Since the sales from the 
Arkadelphia plant were made almost en¬ 
tirely in the marketing area, it is antic¬ 
ipated that the handler in Camden will 
become a fully regulated handler under 
the order. Camden is 103 miles south 
of Benton and under the present provi¬ 
sions of the order would receive a minus 
16.5 cents location adjustment. Camden 
is located 55 miles south of Arkadelphia, 
and would receive no location adjustment 
with Arkadelphia as a basing point for 
location adjustments. 

A location adjustment should not be 
applicable to a plant at Camden. The 
operator of this plant is presently pur¬ 
chasing milk from the Central Arkansas 
Milk Producers Association at the same 
price as Central Arkansas order handlers 
are paying for milk delivered to plants 
in Little Rock. Producers supplying the 
Plant have the alternative of obtaining 
this price if they ship milk to Little 
Rock plants. 


The proposal to provide for a plus loca¬ 
tion adjustment for Central Arkansas 
Pool plants located 60 miles south of 
the nearest basing point is denied. Gen¬ 
ially, as one moves south, supply-de¬ 
mand conditions for milk require pro¬ 
gressively higher prices for milk cor¬ 
responding to the increased cost of trans¬ 
porting milk from areas of alternative 
milk supplies. However, the record does 
J°t establish the need for this provision 
w? there P res ontly are no pool plants 
ocated south of the proposed basing 
points to which a plus location adjust¬ 
ment would apply. Furthermore, the 
proposed ad °Ption of a basing point at 
wadelphia to maintain the Little Rock 
ofT c ? * ev e* at Camden 155 miles south 
tle Rock indicates that the proposed 
:l ' n of Plus adjustments may not fit 

actual conditions. 

Dmn recommended decision, it was 
^at Memphis, Tennessee, 
loran be inc l ud ed as a basing point for 
Ark ° n differentials in the Central 

Paraaoni S H° rd A er ; The handler located in 
hanm** * Ark ansas, as a regulated 
ceivps \ u uder the Memphis order, re- 
The . 5 ~cent location differential, 

xpansion of the Central Arkansas 


marketing area as proposed in this deci¬ 
sion will regulate the Paragould handler 
under the Central Arkansas order. 
Under present provisions, the Paragould 
handler, as a regulated handler under 
Central Arkansas, would receive a loca¬ 
tion adjustment on Class I milk of 22.5 
cents and producers supplying this han¬ 
dler would receive the Central Arkansas 
order blend price minus 22.5 cents. 

The cooperative association represent¬ 
ing the majority of the producers sup¬ 
plying the Paragould handler excepted 
to the inclusion of Memphis as a basing 
point for computing location adjustment 
credits under the Central Arkansas or¬ 
der. This cooperative contended that 
the 9-cent higher Class I price at that 
location might result in a loss of this 
market for its member producers at this 
plant. 

Pool plants located in Greene County, 
Arkansas, should not receive a 34-cent 
location adjustment. The handler in 
Paragould proposed that plants regu¬ 
lated under the Memphis and Central 
Arkansas orders and located in Greene 
County receive a 34-cent location adjust¬ 
ment. Paragould is located about 90 
miles north of Memphis and 150 miles 
northeast of Little Rock. As previously 
stated the best alternative market for 
producer milk being supplied this han¬ 
dler is the Memphis price minus 13.5 
cents. It is not necessary to price such 
milk at the Memphis price minus 34 
cents since producers can obtain the 
Memphis price by hauling their milk the 
additional 90 miles at an approximate 
cost of 13 V 2 cents per hundredweight. 

12. Class II butterfat differentials. 
The Class II price in the Memphis and 
Central Arkansas orders for milk con¬ 
taining more or less than 3.5 percent 
butterfat should be increased or de¬ 
creased, respectively, for each one-tenth 
percent butterfat at a rate determined 
by multiplying the Chicago butter price 
by .115. 

The present Memphis Class II butter¬ 
fat differential is obtained by multiply¬ 
ing the Chicago butter price by .110 
during April through June and by .115 
for all other months. The Central Ar¬ 
kansas order Class II butterfat differen¬ 
tial is obtained by multiplying the 
Chicago butter price by .110 during April 
through July and by .115 for all other 
months. During the 12-month period 
May 1962 through April 1963, the butter¬ 
fat differential was 6.7 cents during the 
months the .115 factor was applicable 
and 6.4 cents during the months the .110 
factor was applicable. 

The two principal cooperative associa¬ 
tions in the three markets proposed the 
.115 factor for all months. The Fort 
Smith order uses such a factor, thus this 
proposal would make the butterfat dif¬ 
ferentials uniform in the three orders. 
These cooperative associations handle 
the Class II milk handlers do not want to 
accept. 

The testimony with respect to the Class 
n prices and that concerning butterfat 
differentials shows that the cooperative 
associations are able to market their milk 
at the proposed Class II prices adjusted 
by the proposed butterfat differentials 
when handlers will not accept milk in 
excess of their fluid sales. Since a mar¬ 


ket is available for excess milk including 
butterfat at the proposed prices the dif¬ 
ferentials should be revised as proposed. 

Handlers proposed that the butterfat 
differentials in the Central Arkansas and 
Memphis orders be reduced to .110 times 
the Chicago butter price. There was 
some testimony that handlers occasion¬ 
ally receive less than 67 cents per pound 
of excess fat disposed of to manufactur¬ 
ing plants. They offered no evidence, 
however, to show that they could pur¬ 
chase butterfat for use in ice cream or 
other Class II products for less than 67 
cents per pound. 

13. Classification of milk used in speci¬ 
fied products. The classification of cer¬ 
tain uses of milk under the Memphis 
and Central Arkansas orders should be 
revised. The Memphis order should be 
amended to provide that fluid milk prod¬ 
ucts fortified by the addition of nonfat 
milk solids be classified as Class I in an 
amount equal only to the weight of an 
equivalent volume of an unfortified 
product of the same nature and butter¬ 
fat content. The skim milk equivalent 
of the added solids in excess of such 
weight should be classified as Class II. 

Fortified fluid milk products generally 
result from the addition of concentrated 
nonfat milk solids to fluid milk or skim 
milk to yield a finished product of higher 
nonfat milk solids content than that of 
an equivalent amount of unfortified 
milk. Reconstituted products, on the 
other hand, involve a process wherein 
concentrated milk solids are blended with 
water to yield a weight of product ap¬ 
proximately equal to the weight of milk 
from which the concentrated milk prod¬ 
uct was first made by the removal of 
water. 

Nonfat dry milk and condensed milk 
can be derived from sources other than 
producer milk. An economic incentive 
exists for handlers to substitute, where 
possible, reconstituted fluid milk prod¬ 
ucts for fluid milk products processed 
from current receipts of producer milk. 
Since such substitution would displace 
an equivalent amount of producer milk 
in Class I, the application of skim equiv¬ 
alent pricing in this circumstance is 
economically sound and is necessary to 
maintain orderly marketing. 

The same economic incentive does not 
exist, however, with respect to the use 
of nonfat dry milk or condensed skim 
milk to fortify a fluid milk product. The 
incentive for handlers to use solids to 
fortify fluid milk products, primarily de¬ 
rived from producer milk, is in being 
able to readily meet the specific demand 
of consumers and thereby to maintain 
or increase Class I sales. 

It is practical and administratively 
necessary to maintain the skim milk 
equivalent method of accounting for 
total receipts and disposition. There¬ 
fore, the difference between the volume 
classified in Class I and the total skim 
milk equivalent of nonfat milk solids in 
the product should be assigned to Class 

n. 

The Central Arkansas order should be 
amended to provide Class II classifica¬ 
tion for cream frozen and stored and for 
skim milk and butterfat disposed of in 
bulk to commercial food manufacturing 
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establishments which do not dispose of 
fluid milk products. 

The Class II classification for these 
products was requested so that the Cen¬ 
tral Arkansas order would conform in 
this respect to the Memphis, Tennessee, 
order. There was no opposition to this 
proposal. The proponent of this pro¬ 
posal had no knowledge of any transac¬ 
tions of this nature currently being 
practiced. However, any milk used by 
commercial food manufacturing estab¬ 
lishments which do not dispose of fluid 
milk products would not displace pro¬ 
ducer milk from Class I uses. Frozen 
cream which is stored is designed pri¬ 
marily for use in Class II products. 

There is an extensive overlap of sup¬ 
ply and sales by handlers regulated by 
the Central Arkansas and Memphis or¬ 
ders. In order that Central Arkansas 
handlers may use these outlets for sur¬ 
plus milk as Memphis handlers are per¬ 
mitted, skim milk and butterfat in such 
a transaction should be classified as 
Class II. 

The Memphis order should be amended 
to provide for Class I classification of 
eggnog which is labelled Grade A. The 
proposal to amend the Central Arkansas 
order to provide for Class I classification 
of eggnog is denied. Cooperative asso¬ 
ciations representing producers supply¬ 
ing the Memphis and Central Arkansas 
markets proposed that the two orders be 
amended to provide for Class I classifi¬ 
cation of eggnog and/or boiled custard. 
The proponents of the proposals claimed 
that eggnog displaces sales of a consider¬ 
able volume of Class I milk, particularly 
during holiday seasons, and that other 
Federal orders in the immediate vicinity 
provide for Class I classification of egg¬ 
nog. Handlers regulated under both or¬ 
ders objected to the proposals, indicating 
that they would be placed at a competi¬ 
tive disadvantage in the marketing of 
eggnog if the product were classified as 
Class I. 

Class I milk includes products which 
are required to be made from Grade “A” 
milk produced in accordance with the 
requirements of health authorities hav¬ 
ing jurisdiction in the marketing area. 
Eggnog sold in the respective marketing 
areas is not required to be made from 
Grade “A" milk and is not permitted 
to be labelled Grade A in the State of 
Arkansas. Some regulated handlers use 
Grade “A” producer milk in the produc¬ 
tion of eggnog since they are not allowed 
to have ungraded products in the Grade 
A portions of their plants. However, this 
product is sold in competition with egg¬ 
nog produced by unregulated handlers 
using non-Grade “A” milk. 

Since eggnog is not required to be made 
from Grade “A” milk and due to com¬ 
petition in the marketing of eggnog from 
plants where eggnog is made from non- 
Grade A milk, eggnog should not be 
classified as Class I under the Central 
Arkansas order and should not be Class 
I under the Memphis order unless the 
product is labelled as Grade A. Eggnog 
labelled Grade A is required to be made 
from Grade A milk and thus should be 
classified as Class I. 

The Memphis and Central Arkansas 
orders should be amended to provide for 
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Class n classification of sour cream 
mixtures to which cheese or any food 
substance other than a milk product has 
been added except when such products 
are labelled Grade A. 

Handlers regulated under both orders 
proposed that the skim milk and butter- 
fat contained in sour cream mixtures to 
which cheese or another food substance 
had been added be classified as Class II. 
Memphis handlers originally proposed 
a 15 percent butterfat limitation on the 
finished product to be classified as Class 
II but did not support this limitation 
since some Memphis handlers' finished 
products have less than 15 percent but¬ 
terfat content while other Memphis 
handlers’ finished products have more 
than 15 percent butterfat content. As 
an alternate proposal, Memphis handlers 
asked for Class II classification of cul¬ 
tured sour cream mixtures to which 
cheese or another food substance other 
than a milk product has been added and 
which contain butterfat equal to not 
more than 15 percent of the finished 
product, and cultured sour cream mix¬ 
tures to which cheese or another food 
substance other than a fluid milk product 
has been added which are not labelled 
Grade A. 

A cooperative association with pro¬ 
ducers on the Memphis market opposed 
the proposal, stating that Memphis 
handlers use Grade A milk in the pro¬ 
duction of sour cream mixtures and that 
some of the mixtures were sold under a 
Grade A label. 

Handlers regulated under the Memphis 
and Central Arkansas orders market 
“dip specialty” products which are cul¬ 
tured sour cream mixtures to which 
cheese and non-dairy food ingredients 
have been added. Some of the contain¬ 
ers have reference to Grade A while 
others do not. These dip specialty prod¬ 
ucts are sold in competition with similar 
products which are not labelled Grade A. 

Since Class I milk should include prod¬ 
ucts which are required to be made from 
Grade A milk, sour cream mixtures which 
are labelled Grade A should remain in 
Class I. Sour cream mixtures sold in 
the marketing area as Grade A products 
must be made from Grade A milk. How¬ 
ever, if they are not labelled as Grade A 
they may be made from non-Grade A 
milk. Since such dip specialty products 
may be, and are, sold in the marketing 
areas as non-Grade A products, they 
should not be included in Class I unless 
labelled Grade A. A 15 percent butter¬ 
fat content limitation on the finished 
product is not necessary as a basis for 
distinguishing these products for the 
purpose of classification. 

14. Shrinkage allowances. The 
shrinkage provision of the Memphis, 
Tennessee, order should be revised and 
clarified to provide that handlers would 
receive shrinkage allowances on skim 
milk and butterfat in milk received in 
bulk from other handlers and from co¬ 
operative associations which are han¬ 
dlers for bulk tank milk received directly 
from producers at fluid milk plants only 
in the net amount remaining after sub¬ 
tracting milk disposed of as bulk milk to 
other plants. With this amendment, the 
Memphis order shrinkage provision will 
conform with the Central Arkansas 


shrinkage provision in these aspects. 
The proposal to amend the Central 
Arkansas order shrinkage provision to 
conform with the Memphis order shrink¬ 
age provision is denied. 

The Memphis order shrinkage provi¬ 
sion presently provides for shrinkage 
allowances of two percent of skim milk 
and butterfat received directly from pro¬ 
ducers and disposed of in a form other 
than bulk tank lots of whole milk, skim 
milk or cream; one-half of one percent 
of skim milk and butterfat in milk, ex¬ 
cept diverted milk, received directly from 
producers and disposed of as whole milk, 
skim milk or cream in bulk; and one 
and one-half percent of skim milk and 
butterfat received in bulk from fluid milk 
plants of other handlers and from co¬ 
operative associations < which are han¬ 
dlers for bulk tank milk received directly 
from producers at fluid milk plants. 

The cooperative association represent¬ 
ing the majority of the producers on the 
Memphis market proposed that the 
Memphis order be amended to provide 
that handlers would receive no shrink¬ 
age allowance on skim milk and butter¬ 
fat received in bulk from fluid milk 
plants of other handlers and from co¬ 
operative associations which are han¬ 
dlers for bulk tank milk received di¬ 
rectly from producers at fluid milk 
plants if disposed of as bulk tank lots 
of whole milk, skim milk or cream. 

The cooperative association represent¬ 
ing most of the producers on the Central 
Arkansas market and a substantial num¬ 
ber of producers on the Memphis mar¬ 
ket proposed that the Central Arkansas 
order be amended to provide for a shrink¬ 
age provision the same as that provided 
for under the Memphis order, including 
the change proposed by the Memphis 
cooperative association. This proposal 
would entail the elimination of the op¬ 
tion to handlers to receive milk from a 
cooperative association handler on the 
basis of farm tank weights determined by 
farm bulk tank calibrations and the one 
and one-half or two percent shrinkage 
allowance, depending on the source, to 
handlers who ship cream or skim milk 
in bulk to other plants. This proposal 
was submitted so that the two orders 
would have conforming shrinkage pr°‘ 
visions. The Memphis cooperative asso¬ 
ciation supported the proposal so that 
the shrinkage provisions provided in the 
two orders would be identical since this 
would promote equity among competing 
Memphis and Central Arkansas handlers. 

Handlers under the Central Arkansa 
order objected to the elimination of tn 
option to receive milk on the basis o 
farm tank weights. A handler wit 
plants regulated under both orders ob¬ 
jected to the proposed shrinkage allow¬ 
ances of zero or one-half of one percei ’ 
depending on the source, of milk cn ‘ 
posed of as bulk cream or skim mu* 
other plants. The handler requesteu 
that the present Central Arkan 
shrinkage allowances be retained. 

This handler, at the Central Arkans 
plant, separates milk and u r es the s _ 
milk and butterfat for processing vario 
milk products. At times there is a s 
plus of butterfat and skim milk w 
must be disposed of to outside sou 
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since the plant has no manufacturing 
facilities for ice cream or butter. Since 
there is some loss of fat in the separa¬ 
tion process, the plant operation reflects 

this shrinkage. 

The provisions, as herein recom¬ 
mended, revise the division of allowable 
shrinkage between handlers, depending 
upon functions performed, and will 
avoid the duplication of shrinkage on 
transfers between regulated plants. 

The option to handlers in the Central 
Arkansas order to receive milk from a 
cooperative association handler on the 
basis of farm tank weights determined 
by farm bulk tank calibrations should 
be retained, and the wording should be 
clarified to specify that the use of aver¬ 
age farm butterfat tests is required 
under the option. 

15. Allocation of other order Class I 
milk. Handlers regulated under the 
Memphis and Central Arkansas orders 
proposed that the orders be amended 
with respect to the allocation of skim 
milk and butterfat received at handlers’ 
plants in the form of fluid milk products 
in consumer packages if such fluid milk 
products were priced as Class I under 
another order issued pursuant to the 
Act. 

Evidence with respect to these pro¬ 
posals was received also at a previous 
hearing. The hearing was held at St. 
Louis, Missouri, on January 8-11, 1963, 
and evidence was received with respect 
to the milk marketing orders for the 
Memphis, Tennessee, marketing area, 
and the Central Arkansas marketing 
area, as well as for several other areas 
including Port Smith, Arkansas. Con¬ 
sideration of the allocation and charges 
assessed other order packaged Class I 
milk received at handlers’ plants is a 
matter to be dealt with on the record of 
the regional hearing held in St. Louis. 
Therefore, the proposals to provide for 
the allocation to Class I of skim milk 
and butterfat received at handlers’ plants 
m the form of fluid milk products in 
consumer packages if such fluid milk 
Products were priced as Class I pursuant 
to another order issued pursuant to the 
Act are denied on the basis of this 

record. 

16. Miscellaneous and conforming 
Manges. The Central Arkansas order 
»y contains definitions which pro¬ 
vide that producer milk delivered directly 
/ on ? tbe farm to pool plants in tank 

ucks for the account of a cooperative 
ssociation as a handler is producer milk 
fer 81 ^ ec * k y sucb C0 °P e r*ative and trans¬ 
it tvT to po °* P^ an ^ s - Since such milk 
a J • Producer milk of the cooperative 
ksociation as a handler, the order should 
. tended to provide for the classi- 
icauon and pricing of such milk as pro- 

Iranrierred ^ ^ P ° o1 plants to which 

pnnl 16 ^mphis, Tennessee, order pres¬ 
et tin^ Pr 5 vides for the Class II classifi- 
virtn? °i aerat ed and frozen cream by 
Aition 0f rp tbe “ fluid milk product” defi- 
this nr r\ T ° conform the provisions of 
Drnrinn? er ’ the specific reference to these 
of uni* 5 * as Class 11 milk under “classes 
Othir atl °?” should be deleted. 

Phis t conf orming changes to the Mem- 
a ^d cpnf 111 ^ 866 * Fort Smi th, Arkansas; 
mral Arkansas orders are neces¬ 


sitated by the recommended new and 
modified base-excess plans and involve 
the inclusion or modificatioh of certain 
reports required of both handlers and the 
market administrator which are essential 
to the operation of the base-excess plans. 

Rulings on proposed findings and con¬ 
clusions. Briefs and proposed findings 
and conclusions were filed on behalf of 
certain interested parties. These briefs, 
proposed findings and conclusions and 
the evidence in the record were con¬ 
sidered in making the findings and con¬ 
clusions set forth above. To the extent 
that the suggested findings and con¬ 
clusions filed by interested parties are 
inconsistent with the findings and con¬ 
clusions set forth herein, the requests to 
make such findings or reach such con¬ 
clusions are denied for the reasons pre¬ 
viously stated in this decision. 

General findings. The findings and 
determinations hereinafter set forth are 
supplementary and in addition to the 
findings and determinations previously 
made in connection with the issuance of 
the aforesaid orders and of the previ¬ 
ously issued amendments thereto; and 
all of said previous findings and deter¬ 
minations are hereby ratified and 
affirmed, except insofar as such findings 
and determinations may be in conflict 
with the findings and determinations set 
forth herein. 

(a) The tentative marketing agree¬ 
ments and the orders, as hereby proposed 
to be amended, and all of the terms and 
conditions thereof, will tend to effectu¬ 
ate the declared policy of the Act; 

(b) The parity prices of milk as de¬ 
termined pursuant to section 2 of the 
Act are not reasonable in view of the 
price of feeds, available supplies of 
feeds, and other economic conditions 
which affect market supply and demand 
for milk in the marketing areas, and the 
minimum prices specified in the pro¬ 
posed marketing agreements and the or¬ 
ders, as hereby proposed to be amended, 
are such prices as will reflect the afore¬ 
said factors, insure a sufficient quantity 
of pure and wholesome milk, and be in 
the public interest; and 

(c) The tentative marketing agree¬ 
ments and the orders, as hereby proposed 
to be amended, will regulate the handling 
of milk in the same manner as, and will 
be applicable only to persons in the re¬ 
spective classes of industrial and com¬ 
mercial activity specified in, marketing 
agreements upon which a hearing has 
been held. 

Rulings on exceptions. In arriving at 
the findings and conclusions, and the 
regulatory provisions of this decision, 
each of the exceptions received was care¬ 
fully and fully considered in conjunction 
with the record evidence pertaining 
thereto. To the extent that the findings 
and conclusions, and the regulatory pro¬ 
visions of this decision are at variance 
with any of the exceptions, such excep¬ 
tions are hereby overruled for the reasons 
previously stated in this decision. 

Marketing agreements and orders. 
Annexed hereto and made a part hereof 
are six documents entitled respectively, 
“Marketing Agreement Regulating the 
Handling of Milk in the Memphis, Ten¬ 
nessee, Marketing Area”, and “Order 
Amending the Order Regulating the 


Handling of Milk in the Memphis, 
Tennessee, Marketing Area”; “Market¬ 
ing Agreement Regulating the Handling 
of Milk in the Fort Smith, Arkansas, 
Marketing Area”, and “Order Amend¬ 
ing the Order Regulating the Handling 
of Milk in the Fort Smith, Arkansas, 
Marketing Area”; “Marketing Agree¬ 
ment Regulating the Handling of Milk in 
the Central Arkansas Marketing Area”, 
and “Order Amending the Order Regu¬ 
lating the Handling of Milk in the Cen¬ 
tral Arkansas Marketing Area”, which 
have been decided upon as the detailed 
and appropriate means of effectuating 
the foregoing conclusions. 

It is hereby ordered , That all of this 
decision, except the attached marketing 
agreements, be published in the Federal 
Register. The regulatory provisions of 
said marketing agreements are identical 
with those contained in the orders as 
hereby proposed to be amended by the 
attached orders which will be published 
with this decision. 

Determination of representative period. 
The month of September 1963, is hereby 
determined to be the representative pe¬ 
riod for the purpose of ascertaining 
whether the Issuance of the attached or¬ 
ders amending the orders regulating the 
handling of milk in the Memphis, Ten¬ 
nessee; Fort Smith, Arkansas; and Cen¬ 
tral Arkansas marketing areas, is ap¬ 
proved or favored by producers, as 
defined under the terms of the orders as 
hereby proposed to be amended, and who, 
during such representative period, were 
engaged in the production of milk for 
sale within the aforesaid marketing 
areas. 

Signed at Washington, D.C., on Octo¬ 
ber 25, 1963. 

George L. Mehren, 
Assistant Secretary. 

Order 1 * Amending the Order Regulating 

the Handling of Milk in the Memphis, 

Tennessee, Marketing Area 

§ 1097.0 Findings and determinations. 

The findings and determinations here¬ 
inafter set forth are supplementary and 
in addition to the findings and deter¬ 
minations previously made in connection 
with the issuance tof the aforesaid order 
and of the previously issued amend¬ 
ments thereto; and all of said previous 
findings and determinations are hereby 
ratified and affirmed, except insofar as 
such findings and determinations may be 
in conflict with the findings and deter¬ 
minations set forth herein. 

(a) Findings upon the basis of the 
hearing record. Pursuant to the pro¬ 
visions of the Agricultural Marketing 
Agreement Act of 1937, as amended (7 
U.S.C. 601 et seq.), and the applicable 
rules of practice and procedure govern¬ 
ing the formulation of marketing agree¬ 
ments and marketing orders (7 CFR Part 
900), a public hearing was held upon 
certain proposed amendments to the 
tentative marketing agreement and to 


1 This order shall not become effective 

unless and until the requirements of § 900.14 
of the rules of practice and procedure gov¬ 
erning proceedings to formulate marketing 

agreements and marketing orders have 
been met. 
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the order regulating the handling of 
milk in the Memphis, Tennessee, market¬ 
ing area. Upon the basis of the evidence 
introduced at such hearing and the rec¬ 
ord thereof, it is found that: 

(1) The said order as hereby amend¬ 
ed, and all of the terms and conditions 
thereof, will tend to effectuate the de¬ 
clared policy of the Act; 

(2) The parity prices of milk, as de¬ 
termined pursuant to section 2 of the 
Act, are not reasonable in view of the 
price of feeds, available supplies of feeds, 
and other economic conditions which 
affect market supply and demand for 
milk in the said marketing area, and 
the minimum prices specified in the 
order as hereby amended, are such 
prices as will reflect the aforesaid fac¬ 
tors, insure a sufficient quantity of pure 
and wholesome milk, and be in the pub¬ 
lic interest; 

(3) The said order as hereby amend¬ 
ed, regulates the handling of milk in 
the same manner as, and is applicable 
only to persons in the respective classes 
of industrial or commercial activity 
specified in, a marketing agreement upon 
which a hearing has been held. 

Order relative to handling. It is 
therefore ordered, that on and after the 
effective date hereof, the handling of 
milk in the Memphis, Tennessee, mar¬ 
keting area shall be in conformity to 
and in compliance with the terms and 
conditions of the aforesaid order, as 
amended, and as hereby further amend¬ 
ed, as follows: 

The provisions of the proposed market¬ 
ing agreement and order amending the 
order contained in the recommended de¬ 
cision issued by the Assistant Secretary, 
United States Department of Agriculture, 
on September 30, 1963, and published in 
the Federal Register on October 3, 1963 
(28 F.R. 10660; F.R. Doc. 63-10505), shall 
be and are the terms and provisions of 
this order, and are set forth in full herein 
subject to the following revisions: 

1. Amendment No. 2 is revised. 

2. In § 1097.71, a date is changed in 
the introductory text. 

3. In § 1097.72, the introductory text is 
revised. 

4. Section 1097.80 is revised. 

5. In § 1097.81, the introductory text is 
revised. 

6. Section 1097.83 is revised. 

7. In § 1097.94, paragraph (b) is re¬ 
vised. 

1. Section 1097.16 is revised as follows: 
§ 1097.16 Fluid milk product. 

“Fluid milk product” means the fluid 
form of milk, skim milk, buttermilk, 
plain or flavored milk drinks, sweet and 
sour cream (except aerated and frozen 
cream); and any mixture in fluid form 
of milk, skim milk and cream except 
mixes for frozen dairy products. Egg¬ 
nog and sour cream mixtures to which 
cheese or any food substance other than 
a milk product has been added shall be 
considered as fluid milk products only 
if disposed of under a Grade A label. 

2. New §§ 1097.17 and 1097.18 are 
added as follows: 


§ 1097.17 Base milk. 

“Base milk” means milk received by a 
handler from a producer during any of 
the months of March through July, 
which is not in excess of such producer’s 
base computed pursuant to § 1097.81. 

§ 1097.18 Excess milk. 

“Excess milk” means milk received by 
a handler from a producer during any 
of the months of March through July, 
which is in excess of the base milk of 
such producer for such month, and shall 
include all milk from a producer for 
whom no base can be computed pursuant 
to § 1097.81. 

3. In § 1097.22, paragraphs (i) and (k) 
are revised as follows: 

§ 1097.22 Duties. 

***** 

(i) Publicly announce by posting in a 
conspicuous place in his office and by 
such other means as he deems appro¬ 
priate, and notify each handler in writ¬ 
ing, the prices determined for each 
month as follows: 

(1) On or before the 5th day of each 
month, the minimum price for Class I 
milk computed pursuant to § 1097.51(a) 
and the Class I butterfat differential 
computed pursuant to § 1097.52(a), both 
for the current month, and the minimum 
price for Class II milk computed pur¬ 
suant to § 1097.51(b) and the Class II 
butterfat differential computed pursuant 
to § 1097.52(b), both for the previous 
month; and 

(2) On or before the 13th day of each 
month, the uniform price (s) for each 
handler computed pursuant to §§ 1097.71 
or 1097.72, as applicable, the location 
differential for each handler computed 
pursuant to § 1097.93, and the butterfat 
differential computed pursuant to 
§ 1097.92, all for the preceding month; 

***** 

(k) On or before the 11th day after 
the end of each month, report to each 
cooperative association which so re¬ 
quests, the percentage of milk delivered 
by such association or by its members 
which was allocated to each class by each 
handler receiving such milk. 

***** 

4. Section 1097.41 is revised as follows: 
§ 1097.41 Classes of utilization. 

Subject to the conditions set forth in 
§§ 1097.43 and 1097.44, the classes of 
utilization shall be as follows: 

(a) Class I milk. Class I milk shall 
be all skim milk (including concentrated 
and reconstituted skim milk) and butter¬ 
fat: 

(l) Disposed of in the form of fluid 
milk products except: 

(1) Fluid milk products classified as 
Class II pursuant to paragraph (b)(3), 

(4) and (7) of this section; and 

(ii) Fluid milk products which are 
fortified with additional milk solids shall 
be Class I in an amount equal only to the 
weight of an equal volume of an unforti¬ 
fied product of the same butterfat con¬ 
tent; and 

(2) Not specifically accounted for as 
Class II milk. 


(b) Class II milk. Class II milk shall 
be all skim milk and butterfat: 

(1) Used to produce any product other 
than a fluid milk product; 

(2) Contained in ending inventory of 
fluid milk products; 

(3) In fluid milk products disposed of 
and used for livestock feed or in fluid 
milk products which are dumped, if the 
market administrator has been notified 
in advance and afforded the opportunity 
to verify such dumping; 

(4) The weight of skim milk in forti¬ 
fied fluid milk products which is not clas¬ 
sified as Class I pursuant to subpara¬ 
graph (a) (1) (ii) of this section; 

(5) In actual shrinkage of skim milk 
and butterfat, respectively, allocated 
pursuant to § 1097.42(b)(2) but not in 
excess of: 

(1) Two percent of milk received di¬ 
rectly from producers except milk di¬ 
verted pursuant to § 1097.11(b); plus 

(ii) One and one-half percent of milk 
received in bulk tank lots from fluid milk 
plants of other handlers and from co¬ 
operative associations which are han¬ 
dlers pursuant to § 1097.10(c); less 

(iii) One and one-half percent of milk 
disposed of in bulk tank lots to other 
plants; less 

(iv) One and one-half percent of milk 
disposed of to plants by a cooperative 
association handler pursuant to § 1097.10 

(c); 

(6) In shrinkage allocated to other 
source milk pursuant to § 1097.42(b) (1); 
and 

(7) The utilization of which is estab¬ 
lished as disposed of in bulk to bakeries, 
candy or soup manufacturers, and other 
commercial food manufacturing estab¬ 
lishments which do not dispose of fluid 
milk products. 

5. In § 1097.42, subparagraph (b) 
(2) is revised as follows: 

§ 1097.42 Shrinkage. 

***** 

(b) * * * 

(2) Fifty times the maximum pounds 
of skim milk and butterfat pursuant to 
§ 1097.41(b) (5). 

6. Section 1097.45 is revised as follows: 

§ 1097.45 Computation of the skin 1 
milk and butterfat in each class. 

For each month, the market adminis¬ 
trator shall correct for mathematical 
and for other obvious errors, the reports 
of receipts and utilization of each han¬ 
dler and shall compute the pounds oi 
butterfat and skim milk in Class I nj"* 
and Class II milk for such handler, if? 
skim milk contained in any product uti¬ 
lized, produced or disposed of by the ha - 
dler during the month shall be c J ns , 1 ?g 
ered to be an amount equivalent to t 
nonfat milk solids contained in . su 11v 
product, plus all of the water original 
associated with such solids. 

7. In § 1097.46, subparagraph (a) U> * 
revised as follows: 

§ 1097.46 Allocation of skim milk a' ,d 
butterfat classified. 





Wednesday, October 30, 1963 


FEDERAL REGISTER 


11561 


(a) * * * 

(1) Subtract from the total pounds of 
skim milk in Class II milk the pounds of 
skim milk computed pursuant to § 1097.41 

(b)(5); 

* * * * * 

8. In § 1097.51, paragraphs (a) and 
(b) are revised as follows: 

§ 1097.51 Class prices. 

* • * * * 

(a) Class I milk. The price per hun¬ 
dredweight for Class I milk for the month 
shall be the basic formula price for the 
preceding month, plus $1.50 in each of 
the months of March through July and 
$1.91 in all other months plus or minus 
a supply-demand adjustment computed 
as follows: 

(1) Divide the total pounds of pro¬ 
ducer milk in the second and third 
months preceding by the total gross 
pounds of Class I milk (excluding inter¬ 
handler transfers and any intermarket 
transfers that would result in the same 
milk being accounted for the second time 
as Class I milk) in the same months of 
handlers fully regulated under this part 
and Parts 1102 (Fort Smith marketing 
area) and 1108 (Central Arkansas mar¬ 
keting area), of this chapter, multiply 
the result by 100, and round to the near¬ 
est whole number. The result shall be 
known as the “current utilization per¬ 
centage”. 

(2) Compute a “deviation percentage” 

as follows: 

(i) If the current utilization percent¬ 
age is neither less than the minimum 
standard utilization percentage specified 
below nor in excess of the maximum 
standard utilization percentage specified 
below, the deviation percentage is zero; 

(ii) Any amount by which the current 
utilization percentage is less than the 
flunimijun standard utilization percent¬ 
age specified below is a “minus deviation 
Percentage”; 

(hi) Any amount by which the current 
utilization percentage exceeds the maxi- 
uium standard utilization percentage 
specified below is a “plus deviation per¬ 
centage”. 


Delivery 
Period for 
which price 
applies 


January... 
February __ 
March... 

.I 

May. 

June.. 

July... 

August_ 

September 

October... 

November. 


Delivery period used 

Percentages 

in computation 

Mini¬ 

mum 

Maxi¬ 

mum 

October-November. 

N ovember-December. __ 
December-January 

J anuary-Fcbruary_ 

108 

107 

107 

107 

114 

113 

113 

113 

F ebruarv-M areh 

106 

112 

March-April. 

109 

115 

April-May.. 

112 

118 

May-June. 

112 

118 

June-July_ 

116 

121 

July-August.. 

114 

120 

August-September_ 

September-October_ 

111 

110 

117 

116 


«J$Kvi 0r a “ minus deviation percent 
anH f e Cla *s I price shall be increase< 
rioe 0r * a “ p ! us deviation percentage” thi 

follows 1 PriCe Sha11 ^ decreased a 

° ne cent times each such per 
(ii ag ® uni t of deviation; plus 
S necent times the lesser of: 
or Each percentage unit of deviation 


(b) Each percentage unit of deviation 
of like direction (plus or minus, with any 
deviation percentage of opposite direction 
considered to be zero for purposes of 
computations of this subparagraph) 
computed pursuant to subparagraph (2) 
of this paragraph for the month immedi¬ 
ately preceding; plus 

(iii) One cent times the least of: 

(a) Each percentage unit of deviation; 

(b) Each percentage unit of deviation 
of like direction computed pursuant to 
subparagraph (2) of this paragraph for 
the month immediately preceding, or 

(c) Each percentage unit of deviation 
of like direction computed pursuant to 
subparagraph (2) of this paragraph for 
the second preceding month. 

(b) Class II milk. The Class EC milk 
price shall be the basic formula price 
computed pursuant to § 1097.50. 

9. In § 1097.52, paragraph (b) is re¬ 
vised as follows: 

§ 1097.52 Butterfat differential to han¬ 
dlers. 

• * • • • 

(b) Class II price. Multiply the Chi¬ 
cago butter price for the month by 0.115. 

10. Section 1097.60 is revised as 
follows: 

§ 1097.60 Producer-handler. 

Sections 1097.40 through 1097.46,1097.- 
50 through 1097.53, 1097.70 through 
1097.72, 1097.80 through 1097.83, and 
1097.90 through 1097.97 shall not apply 
to a producer-handler. 

11. In § 1097.71 the introductory text 
preceding paragraph (a) is revised as 
follows: 

§ 1097.71 Computation of uniform 
prices for handlers. 

For each of the months through Jan¬ 
uary 1965 and for the months August 
through February thereafter, the market 
administrator shall compute for each 
handler a uniform price with respect to 
his producer milk as follows: 

12. A new § 1097.72 is added as 
follows: 

§ 1097.72 Computation of the uniform 
prices for base and excess milk for 
handlers. 

Effective on and after March 1965, for 
each of the months of March through 
July, the market administrator shall 
compute for each handler with respect 
to his producer milk, a uniform price for 
base milk and for excess milk as follows: 

(a) Follow the computations and ad¬ 
justments provided for in § 1097.71 (a) 
through (d); 

(b) Compute the value of excess milk 
received by such handler from producers 
by multiplying the quantity of such milk 
not in excess of the total quantity of pro¬ 
ducer milk assigned to Class II milk for 
such handler by the Class II price; mul¬ 
tiply the remaining excess milk by the 
Class I price and add together the result¬ 
ing amounts; 

(c) Divide the total value of excess 
milk obtained in paragraph (b) of this 
section by the total hundredweight of 
such milk and adjust to the nearest cent. 


The resulting figure shall be the uniform 
price for such handler for all excess milk 
of 3.5 percent butterfat content; 

(d) Subtract, for each handler, the 
value of such handler’s excess milk ob¬ 
tained in paragraph (b) of this section 
from the value of all milk obtained for 
such handler pursuant to paragraph (a) 
of this section; and 

(e) Divide the amount obtained in 
paragraph (d) of this section by the 
total hundredweight of base milk re¬ 
ceived by such handler. The result, less 
any fraction of a cent per hundred¬ 
weight, shall be the uniform price for 
such handler for base milk of 3.5 per¬ 
cent butterfat content subject to adjust¬ 
ments pursuant to § 1097.93. 

13. Sections 1097.80, 1097.81, 1097.82 
and 1097.83 are added as follows under 
the heading “Determination of Base”. 

§ 1097.80 Computation of daily average 
base for each producer. 

Effective on and after September 1964, 
the daily average base for each producer 
shall be determined by the market ad¬ 
ministrator as follows: Divide the total 
pounds of milk received from such pro¬ 
ducer by handlers fully regulated under 
the terms of the respective orders regu¬ 
lating the handling of milk in the Mem¬ 
phis, Tennessee; Fort Smith, Arkansas; 
and Central Arkansas marketing areas 
(Parts 1097, 1102 and 1108, respectively, 
of this chapter) during the immediately 
preceding period of September through 
January, by the total number of days in 
such period beginning with the first day 
on which milk is received from such pro¬ 
ducer by a handler regulated under any 
one of the aforesaid orders, but not less 
than 120. In the case of producers de¬ 
livering milk to a plant which first be¬ 
came a fluid milk plant during or after 
the end of the base-forming period, the 
daily average base for each producer 
shall be that which would have been cal¬ 
culated for such producer for the entire 
base-forming period if the plant had been 
a fluid milk plant during such period. 

§ 1097.81 Determination of monthly 
base of each producer. 

Effective on and after September 1964 
and subject to the rules set forth in 
§ 1097.82, the market administrator shall 
calculate a monthly base for each pro¬ 
ducer for each of the months of March 
through July, as follows: 

(a) If milk is received by a handler as 
producer milk during the month, multi¬ 
ply such producer’s daily average base 
computed pursuant to § 1097.80 by the 
number of days in such month; 

(b) If milk is received as producer 
milk from the same farm by more than 
one handler and/or by handlers fully 
regulated under the terms of the Central 
Arkansas (Part 1108) or Fort Smith, 
Arkansas (Part 1102), orders during the 
month, multiply such producer’s daily 
average base computed pursuant to 
§ 1097.80 by the number of days in such 
month and multiply the result by the 
percentages of the total pounds of milk 
received from such producer by handlers 
fully regulated under the terms of the 
three orders specified in § 1097.80 which 
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were received by each handler to deter¬ 
mine the amount of base milk received 
from such producer by each handler. 

§ 1097.82 Base rules. 

The following rules shall apply in con¬ 
nection with the transfer of daily aver¬ 
age bases for each producer computed 
pursuant to § 1097.80. 

(a) An entire base shall be trans¬ 
ferred from a person holding such base 
to any other person effective as of the 
end of any month during which an ap¬ 
plication for such transfer is received by 
the market administrator, such applica¬ 
tion to be on forms approved by the mar¬ 
ket administrator and signed by the base- 
holder, or his heirs, and by the person to 
whom such base is to be transferred; 
and 

(b) If a base is held jointly, the entire 
base shall be transferable only upon re¬ 
ceipt of such application signed by all 
joint holders or their heirs, and by the 
person to whom such base is to be trans¬ 
ferred. 

§ 1097.83 Announcement of established 
bases. 

On or before February 25 of each year, 
the market administrator shall notify 
each producer of the daily average base 
established by such producer. 

14. In § 1097.91 the introductory text 
of paragraph (b) and all of paragraph 

(c) is revised as follows: 

§ 1097.91 Payments to producers. 
***** 

(b) On or before the 15th day after 
the end of each month, the market ad¬ 
ministrator shall make payment to each 
producer for milk received from such 
producer or cooperative association dur¬ 
ing the month by each handler from 
whom the appropriate payments have 
been received pursuant to § 1097.90(b), 
such payments by the market adminis¬ 
trator to be at not less than the uniform 
price (s) computed pursuant to §§ 1097.71 
or 1097.72, as applicable, subject to the 
following adjustments: 

***** 

(c) In making payments to producers 
pursuant to paragraphs (a) and (b) of 
this section the market administrator 
shall, on or before the second day prior 
to the date payments are due to individ¬ 
ual producers, make payment to a coop¬ 
erative association which is authorized 
to collect payment for milk of its mem¬ 
bers and from which a written request 
for such payment has been received, and 
to a cooperative association with respect 
to milk for which it is a handler pur¬ 
suant to § 1097.10(c), a total amount 
equal to, but not less than, the sum of the 
individual payments otherwise payable 
to such producers pursuant to this 
section. 

15. Section 1097.93 is revised as fol¬ 
lows: 

§ 1997.93 Location differentials to pro¬ 
ducers. 

In making payment pursuant to 
§ 1097.91, the applicable uniform prices 
for all milk received shall be adjusted 
according to the location of the fluid 
milk plant where such milk was received 


at the rate provided pursuant to § 1097.- 
53. 

16. Section 1097.94(b) is revised as 
follows: 

§ 1097.94 Statement to producers. 
***** 

(b) The total pounds of milk received 
from the producer, including for the 
months of March through July, such pro¬ 
ducer’s deliveries of base and excess milk. 
Order 1 Amending the Order Regulating 

the Handling of Milk in the Fort 

Smith, Arkansas, Marketing Area. 

§ 1102.0 Findings and determinations. 

The findings and determinations, here¬ 
inafter set forth are supplementary and 
in addition to the findings and deter¬ 
minations previously made in connection 
with the issuance of the aforesaid order 
and of the previously issued amendments 
thereto; and all of said previous findings 
and determinations are hereby ratified 
and affirmed, except insofar as such 
findings and determinations may be in 
conflict with the findings and determi¬ 
nations set forth herein. 

(a) Findings upon the basis of the 
hearing record. Pursuant to the pro¬ 
visions of the Agricultural Marketing 
Agreement Act of 1937, as amended (7 
U.S.C. 601 et seq.), and the applicable 
rules of practice and procedure govern¬ 
ing the formulation of marketing agree¬ 
ments and marketing orders (7 CFR Part 
900), a public hearing was held upon 
certain proposed amendments to the 
tentative marketing agreement and to 
the order regulating the handling of 
milk in the Fort Smith, Arkansas, mar¬ 
keting area. Upon the basis of the evi¬ 
dence introduced at such hearing and the 
record thereof, it is found that: 

(1) The said order as hereby amended, 
and all of the terms and conditions 
thereof, will tend to effectuate the de¬ 
clared policy of the Act; 

(2) The parity prices of milk, as de¬ 
termined pursuant to section 2 of the 
Act, are not seasonable in view of the 
price of feeds, available supplies of feeds, 
and other economic conditions which 
affect market supply and demand for 
milk in the said marketing area, and 
the minimum prices specified in the or¬ 
der as hereby amended, are such prices 
as will reflect the aforesaid factors, in¬ 
sure a sufficient quantity of pure and 
wholesome milk, and be in the public 
interest; 

(3) The said order as hereby amended, 
regulates the handling of milk in the 
same manner as, and is applicable only 
to persons in the respective classes of in¬ 
dustrial or commercial activity speci¬ 
fied in, a marketing agreement upon 
which a hearing has been held. 

Order relative to handling. It is there¬ 
fore ordered, that on and after the ef¬ 
fective date hereof, the handling of milk 
in the Fort Smith, Arkansas, marketing 
area shall be in conformity to and in 


1 This order shall not become effective 
unless and until the requirements of § 900.14 
of the rules of practice and procedure gov¬ 
erning proceedings to formulate marketing 
agreements and marketing orders have been 
met. 


compliance with the terms and condi¬ 
tions of the aforesaid order, as amended, 
and as hereby further amended, as 
follows: 

The provisions of the proposed mar¬ 
keting agreement and order amending 
the order contained in the recommended 
decision issued by the Assistant Secre¬ 
tary, United States Department of Agri¬ 
culture, on September 30, 1963, and pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register on Oc¬ 
tober 3, 1963 (28 F.R. 10660; F.R. Doc. 
63-10505), shall be and are the terms 
and provisions of this order, and are set 
forth in full herein: 

1. Section 1102.14 is revised as fol¬ 
lows: 

§1102.14 Base milk. 

“Base milk” means milk received by 
a handler from a producer during any of 
the months of February through July 
1964 and March through July thereafter, 
which is not in excess of such producer’s 
base computed pursuant to § 1102.91. 

2. Section 1102.15 is revised as fol¬ 
lows: 

§1102.15 Excess milk. 

“Excess milk” means milk received by 
a handler from a producer during any of 
the months of February through July 
1964 and March through July thereafter, 
which is in excess of the base milk of such 
producer for such month, and shall in¬ 
clude all milk from a producer for whom 
no base can be computed pursuant to 
§ 1102.91. 

3. Section 1102.22(k) is redesignated 
as (1) and a new (k) is added as fol¬ 
lows: 


§ 1102.22 Duties. 

***** 

(k) Notify each handler in writing on 
or before the 12th day of each month for 
each of the preceding months of Feb¬ 
ruary through July 1964 and March 
through July thereafter, the amount of 
base milk and excess milk received from 
each producer. 

4. Section 1102.30(a) is revised as 
follows: 

§ 1102.30 Reports of receipts and utili- 
zation. 

***** 

(a) The quantities of skim milk and 
butterfat contained in milk received from 
producers; 

***** 

5. Section 1102.31(a) is revised as 
follows: 


§ 1102.31 Reports of payments to p r0 * 
ducers. 

* * * * 

(a) The total pounds of milk received 
from each producer and cooperative as¬ 
sociation, the total pounds of butteria 
contained in such milk and the numbe 
of days on which milk was received fro 
such producers, including for the mont > 
of February through July 1964 an ^ 
March through July thereafter, such Pro¬ 
ducer’s deliveries of base and excess mi 
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6. Section 1102.32 is revised by add¬ 
ing a new paragraph (b) as follows: 

§1102.32 Other reports. 

***** 

(b) Each handler, except a producer 
handler, shall report to the market ad¬ 
ministrator In the detail and on forms 
prescribed by the market administrator 
on or before the 7th day of each month 
of March through August 1964 and April 
through August thereafter, for each pro¬ 
ducer for the preceding month: 

(1) His name and address or other 
appropriate identification; 

(2) The total pounds of milk and 
butterfat received from such producer; 

(3) The location at which such milk 
was received; and 

(4) The number of days on which 
milk was received from each producer. 

7. Section 1102.41(b)(2) is revised as 

follows: 


§ 1102.41 Classes of utilization. 
***** 

(b) * * * 

(2) Disposed of and used for livestock 

feed; 

***** 

8. Section 1102.51 (a) and (b) are re¬ 
vised as follows: 


§1102.51 Class prices. 

* * * * * 


(a) Class I milk. The price per hun¬ 
dredweight for Class I milk for the 
month shall be the basic formula price 
for the preceding month, plus $1.45 in 
each of the months of April through June 
and $1.85 in all other months plus or 
minus a supply-demand adjustment com¬ 
puted as follows: 

(1) Divide the total pounds of pro¬ 
ducer milk in the second and third 
months preceding by the total gross 
Pounds of Class I milk (excluding inter- 
nandler transfers and any intermarket 
transfers that would result in the same 
milk being accounted for the second time 
as Class I milk) in the same months of 
handlers fully regulated under this part 
and Parts 1097 (Memphis, Tennessee, 
marketing area) and 1108 (Central Ar¬ 
kansas marketing area), of this chapter, 
multiply the result by 100, and round 
Tut nearest whole number. The re- 
uit shall be known as the “current utili¬ 
zation percentage”. 

Compute a “deviation percentage” 

as follows: 


h) If the current utilization percent- 
a^e is neither less than the minimum 
andard utilization percentage specified 
oeiow nor in excess of the maximum 

bein utilization Percentage specified 
w, the deviation percentage is zero; 

utinl *^ ny amoun t by which the current 
uiizatjon percentage is less than the 

c . lUn , standard utilization percent- 
tion pecified below r is a “minus devia- 

uon percentage”; 

amoun t by which the cur- 
maxim, ation Percentage exceeds the 
age standar d utilization percent- 

PercenS^ bel ° W iS a “ plus deviation 


Delivery 
period for 
which price 
applies 

Delivery period used 
in computation 

Percentages 

Mini¬ 

mum 

Maxi¬ 

mum 

January_ 

O'ctober-N o vember 

108 

114 

February. 

November-December... 

107 

113 

March_ 

December-January 

107 

113 

April. 

January-February_ 

107 

113 

May_ 

Feb ruary-M arch. _. 

106 

112 

June. 

March-April__ 

109 

115 

July. 

April-May_ 

112 

118 

August.. 

May-June.. 

112 

118 

September_ 

June-July. 

115 

121 

October. 

July-A ugust _ 

114 

120 

November_ 

August-September. 

111 

117 

December_ 

September-October_ 

no 

116 


(3) For a minus “deviation percent¬ 
age” the Class I price shall be increased 
and for a plus “deviation percentage” 
the Class I price shall be decreased as 
follows: 

(i) One cent times each such percent¬ 
age unit of deviation; plus 

(ii) One cent times the lesser of: 

(a) Each percentage unit of deviation, 
or 

(b) Each percentage unit of devia¬ 
tion of like direction (plus or minus, with 
any deviation percentage of opposite 
direction considered to be zero for pur¬ 
poses of computations of this subpara¬ 
graph) computed pursuant to subpara¬ 
graph (2) of this paragraph for the 
month immediately preceding; plus 

(iii) One cent times the least of: 

(a) Each percentage unit of devia¬ 
tion; 

(b) Each percentage unit of deviation 
of like direction computed pursuant to 
subparagraph (2) of this paragraph for 
the month immediately preceding, or 

(c) Each percentage unit of deviation 
of like direction computed pursuant to 
subparagraph (2) of this paragraph for 
the second preceding month. 

(b) Class II milk. The Class II milk 
price shall be the basic formula price 
computed pursuant to § 1102.50. 

9. Section 1102.60 is revised as fol¬ 
lows: 

§ 1102.60 Producer-handlers. 

Sections 1102.40 through 1102.46, 
1102.50 through 1102.53, 1102.70 through 
1102.72, 1102.80 through 1102.85, and 
1102.90 through 1102.93 shall not apply 
to a producer-handler. 

10. In § 1102.71 the introductory text 
preceding paragraph (a) is revised as 
follows: 

§ 1102.71 Computation of uniform 
prices for handlers. 

For each of the months through Janu¬ 
ary 1964, and August through February 
thereafter, the market administrator 
shall compute for each handler a uni¬ 
form price per hundredweight for milk 
of 3.5 percent butterfat content received 
from producers as follows: 

***** 

11. In § 1102.72 the introductory text 
preceding paragraph (a) is revised as 
follows: 

§ 1102.72 Computation of the uniform 
prices for base and excess milk for 
each handler. 

For each of the months of February 
through July 1964, and March through 


July thereafter, the market administra¬ 
tor shall compute for each handler with 
respect to milk received from producers, 
a uniform price for base milk and for 
excess milk, each of 3.5 percent butterfat 
content, as follows: 

***** 

12. Section 1102.80(a) is revised as 
follows: 

§ 1102.80 Time and method of pay¬ 
ment. 

***** 

(a) On or before the 15th day after 
the end of the month during which the 
milk was received, to each producer ex¬ 
cept as provided in paragraph (c) of this 
section, at not less than the appropriate 
uniform price(s) adjusted by the pro¬ 
ducer butterfat differential for all milk 
received from such producer during the 
preceding month less the amount of pay¬ 
ment made pursuant to paragraph (b) 
of this section. 

***** 

13. Section 1102.90 is revised as fol¬ 
lows: 

§ 1102.90 Compulation of daily average 
base for each producer. 

The daily average base for each pro¬ 
ducer shall be determined by the market 
administrator as follows: Divide the total 
pounds of milk received from such pro¬ 
ducer by handlers fully regulated under 
the terms of the respective orders regu¬ 
lating the handling of milk in the 
Memphis, Tennessee; Fort Smith, Arkan¬ 
sas; and Central Arkansas marketing 
areas (Parts 1097, 1102 and 1108, re¬ 
spectively, of this chapter) during the 
immediately preceding period of Septem¬ 
ber through December 1963, and Sep¬ 
tember through January thereafter, by 
the total number of days in such period 
beginning with the first day on which 
milk is received from such producer by 
a handler regulated under any one of 
the aforesaid orders, but not less than 
90 for the September-December base¬ 
forming period and 120 thereafter. In 
the case of producers delivering milk to 
a plant which first became an approved 
plant during or after the end of the base¬ 
forming period, the daily average base 
for each producer shall be that which 
would have been calculated for such 
producer for the entire base-forming 
period if the plant had been an approved 
plant during such period. 

14. Section 1102.91 is redesignated as 
§ 1102.92 and a new § 1102.91 is added 
as follows: 

§ 1102.91 Determination of monthly 
base for each producer. 

Subject to the rules set forth in 
§ 1102.92, the market administrator shall 
calculate a monthly base for each pro¬ 
ducer for each of the months of February 
through July 1964 and March through 
July thereafter, as follows: 

(a) If milk is received by a handler as 
producer milk during the month, multi¬ 
ply such producer’s daily average base 
computed pursuant to § 1102.90 by the 
number of days in such month; 

(b) If milk is received as producer milk 
from the same farm by more than one 
handler and/or by handlers fully regu- 

































11564 


PROPOSED RULE MAKING 


lated under the terms of the Memphis, 
Tennessee (Part 1097), or Central Ar¬ 
kansas (Part 1108) orders during the 
month, multiply such producer’s daily 
average base computed pursuant to 
§ 1102.90 by the number of days in such 
month and multiply the result by the 
percentages of the total pounds of milk 
received from such producer by handlers 
fully regulated under the terms of the 
three orders specified in § 1102.90 which 
were received by each handler to deter¬ 
mine the amount of base milk received 
from such producer by each handler. 

15. The redesignated § 1102.92 is re¬ 
vised as follows: 

§ 1102.92 Base rules. 

The following rules shall apply in con¬ 
nection with the transfer of daily aver¬ 
age bases for each producer computed 
pursuant to § 1102.90: 

(a) An entire base shall be transferred 
from a person holding such base to any 
other person effective as of the end of 
any month during which an application 
for such transfer is received by the mar¬ 
ket administrator, such application to be 
on forms approved by the market admin¬ 
istrator and signed by the base-holder, 
or his heirs, and by the person to whom 
such base is to be transferred; 

(b) If a base is held jointly, the entire 
base shall be transferred only upon the 
receipt of such application signed by all 
joint holders or their heirs, and by the 
person to whom such base is to be trans¬ 
ferred. 

16. A new § 1102.93 is added as fol¬ 
lows: 

§ 1102.93 Announcement of established 
bases. 

On or before Januray 25, 1964, and 
February 25 of each year thereafter, the 
market administrator shall notify each 
producer of the daily average base es¬ 
tablished by such producer. 

Order 1 Amending the Order Regulat¬ 
ing the Handling of Milk in the 

Central Arkansas Marketing Area 

§ 1108.0 Findings and determinations. 

The findings and determinations here¬ 
inafter set forth are supplementary and 
in addition to the findings and deter¬ 
minations previously made in connection 
with the issuance of the aforesaid order 
and of the previously issued amendments 
thereto; and all of said previous findings 
and determinations are hereby ratified 
and affirmed, except insofar as such find¬ 
ings and determinations may be in con¬ 
flict with the findings and determinations 
set forth herein. 

(a) Findings upon the basis of the 
hearing record. Pursuant to the provi¬ 
sions of the Agricultural Marketing 
Agreemnt Act of 1937, as amended (7 
U.S.C. 601 et seq.), and the applicable 
rules of practice and procedure govern¬ 
ing the formulation of marketing agree¬ 
ments and marketing orders (7 CFR Part 
900), a public hearing was held upon 


1 This order shall not become effective un¬ 
less and until the requirements of § 900.14 
of the rules of practice and procedure gov¬ 
erning proceedings to formulate marketing 
agreements and marketing orders have been 
met. 


certain proposed amendments to the 
tentative marketing agreement and to 
the order regulating the handling of milk 
in the Central Arkansas marketing area. 
Upon the basis of the evidence introduced 
at such hearing and the record thereof, 
it is found that: 

(1) The said order as hereby amend¬ 
ed, and all of the terms and conditions 
thereof, will tend to effectuate the de¬ 
clared policy of the Act; 

(2) The parity prices of milk, as de¬ 
termined pursuant to section 2 of the 
Act, are not reasonable in view of the 
price of feeds, available supplies of feeds, 
and other economic conditions which 
affect market supply and demand for 
milk in the said marketing area, and the 
minimum prices specified in the order as 
hereby amended, are such prices as will 
reflect the aforesaid factors, insure a 
sufficient quantity of pure and whole¬ 
some milk, and be in the public interest; 

(3) The said order as hereby amended, 
regulates the handling of milk in the 
same manner as, and is applicable only 
to persons in the respective classes of in¬ 
dustrial or commercial activity specified 
in, a marketing agreement upon which a 
hearing has been held. 

(4) All milk and milk products han¬ 
dled by handlers, as defined in the order 
as hereby amended, are in the current 
of interstate commerce or directly bur¬ 
den, obstruct, or affect interstate com¬ 
merce in milk or its products; and 

(5) It is hereby found that the neces¬ 
sary expense of the market administrator 
for the maintenance and functioning of 
such agency will require the payment by 
each handler, as his pro rata share of 
such expense, four cents per hundred¬ 
weight or such amount not to exceed four 
cents per hundredweight as the Secre¬ 
tary may prescribe, as follows: 

(a) A cooperative association as a 
handler pursuant to § 1108.12(c), on 
producer milk except that transferred 
to another handler operating a pool 
plant. 

(b) A handler operating a pool plant, 
on producer milk plus milk received from 
a cooperative association as a handler 
pursuant to § 1108.12(c) and on other 
source milk allocated to Class I pursuant 
to § 1108.46 (a)(2) and (b). 

(c) A handler operating a nonpool 
plant at which milk is not classified and 
priced under provisions of another Fed¬ 
eral milk order, on Class I milk disposed 
of in the marketing area except milk 
disposed of to a pool plant. 

Order relative to handling. It is there¬ 
fore ordered, that on and after the effec¬ 
tive date hereof, the handling of milk in 
the Central Arkansas marketing area 
shall be in conformity to and in compli¬ 
ance with the terms and conditions of 
the aforesaid order, as amended, and as 
hereby further amended, as follows: 

The provisions of the proposed mar¬ 
keting agreement and order amending 
the order contained in the recommended 
decision issued by the Assistant Secre¬ 
tary, United States Department of Agri¬ 
culture, on September 30, 1963, and pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register on Oc¬ 
tober 3, 1963 (28 F.R. 10660; F.R. Doc. 
63-10505), shall be and are the terms and 
provisions of this order, and are set forth 


in full herein subject to the following 
revision: 

In §§ 1108.53 and 1108.74, the text pre¬ 
ceding the proviso is revised. 

1. Section 1108.4 is revised as follows: 

§ 1108.4 Central Arkansas marketing 
area. 

“Central Arkansas marketing area”, 
called the “marketing area” in this part 
means all the territory included within 
the boundaries of the counties of Clark, 
Conway, Craighead, Cross, Faulkner, 
Garland, Grant, Hot Spring, Jefferson, 
Lee, Lonoke, Monroe, Phillips, Poinsett, 
Pope, Prairie, Pulaski, Saline, St. Francis, 
White, and Woodruff, all in the State of 
Arkansas. 

2. Section 1108.16 is revised as follows: 
§1108.16 Fluid milk product. 

“Fluid milk product” means milk, skim 
milk, buttermilk, flavored milk, flavored 
milk drinks, yogurt, cream, or any mix¬ 
ture in fluid form of milk, skim milk and 
cream except frozen cream, aerated 
cream, ice cream mix, eggnog and ster¬ 
ilized products in hermetically sealed 
containers. Sour cream mixtures to 
which cheese or any food substance other 
than a milk product has been added shall 
be considered as a fluid milk product oniy 
if disposed of under a Grade A label. 

3. Section 1108.18 is revised as follows: 
§1108.18 Base milk. 

“Base milk” means milk received by 
handlers from a producer during any of 
the months of February through July 
1964 and March through July thereafter 
which is not in excess of such producer’s 
base computed pursuant to § 1108.91. 

4. Section 1108.19 is revised as follows: 
§1108.19 Excess milk. 

“Excess milk” means milk received by 
handlers from a producer during any of 
the months of February through July 
1964 and March through July thereafter, 
which is in excess of the base milk of 
such producer for such month, and shall 
include all milk from a producer for 
whom no base can be computed pursuant 
to § 1108.91. 

5. Section 1108.27 (k) (1) is revised as 
follows: 

§ 1108.27 Duties. 

***** 

( k) * * * 

(l) The 5th day of each month, the 
Class I milk price and the Class I butter- 
fat differential, both for the current 
month; and the Class II milk price ana 
the Class II butterfat differential, botn 
for the preceding month; and 

***** 

6. Section 1108.31 (b)(1) and (b> (2) 
(ii) are revised as follows: 

§1108.31 Other reports. 


(1) On or before the 7th day of eau 
month of March through August 1* 
and April through August thereafter, i 
each producer for the preceding m° n ’ 
(i) His name and address or other aP 
propriate identification; (ii) the to 
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pounds of milk and butterfat received 
from such producer; (iii) the location at 
which such milk was received; and (iv) 
the number of days on which milk was 
received from such producer. 

( 2 ) * * * 

(ii) The total pounds of milk received 
from such producer, including, for the 
months of February through July 1964 
and March through July thereafter, the 
pounds of base milk; 

***** 

7. Section 1108.41 is revised as follows: 


§ 1108.41 Classes of utilization. 


Subject to the conditions set forth in 
§§ 1108.42 through 1108.46, the classes of 
utilization shall be as follows: 

(a) Class I milk. Class I milk shall 
be all skim milk and butterfat: 

(1) Disposed of in the form of fluid 
milk products except: 

(1) Fluid milk products classified as 
Class II pursuant to paragraph (b) (3), 
(4) and (7) of this section; and 

(ii) Fluid milk products which are 
fortified with additional milk solids shall 
be Class I in an amount equal only to 
the weight of an equal volume of an 
unfortified product of the same butter¬ 
fat content; and 

(2) Not specifically accounted for as 
Class II utilization. 

(b) Class II milk. Class II milk shall 
be all skim milk and butterfat: 

(1) Used to produce any product other 
than a fluid milk product; 

(2) Contained in inventories of fluid 
milk products on hand at the end of 
the month; 

(3) In fluid milk products disposed of 
and used for livestock feed or in fluid 
milk products which are dumped, if the 
market administrator has been notified 
in advance and afforded the opportunity 
to verify such dumping; 

(4) The weight of skim milk in forti¬ 
fied fluid milk products which is not 
classified as Class I pursuant to para¬ 
graph (a)(1)(h) of this section; 

(5) In shrinkage of skim milk and 

butterfat, respectively, allocated pur¬ 
suant to § 1108.42(b) (1) but not in ex¬ 
cess of: * 

(i) Two percent of milk received at a 
Pool plant directly from producers ex¬ 
cept milk diverted pursuant to § 1108.6; 

Plus 


(ii) Two percent of milk received from 
a cooperative association handler pursu¬ 
ant to § 1108.12(c), if the handler oper- 
ating the pool plant files with the market 
jmmmistrator in writing, prior to the 
nm day of the month, notice that he is 
Erasing such milk for the month on 
w i?? ls of avera se farm tests and farm 
.5 hts determined by farm bulk tank 
calibrations; plus 

0l ? e anc * or *e-half percent of milk 
otht 1V v. d in from pool plants of 

ti v er handlers or received from coopera- 
um; aS ? ciations P urs uant to § 1108.12(c) 

x 0 percen t shrinkage is assigned 
Daron an V to subdivision (ii) of this Sub- 
Paragraph; less 

disnll ? ne ? nd on e-half percent of milk 
l es ? Sed °* in bulk to other plants; and 


disrlL ^ ne l and on e-half percent of 
e d of to plants by a cooperativ 


sociation handler pursuant to § 1108.12 

(c) unless two percent shrinkage is as¬ 
signed pursuant to subdivision (ii) of 
this subparagraph; 

(6) In shrinkage allocated to other 
source milk pursuant to § 1108.42(b) (2) ; 
and 

(7) The utilization of which is estab¬ 
lished as disposed of in bulk to bakeries, 
candy or soup manufacturers, and other 
commercial food manufacturing estab¬ 
lishments which do not dispose of fluid 
milk products. 

8. Section 1108.51 (a) and (b) are 
revised as follows: 

§1108.51 Class prices. 

***** 

(a) Class I milk price. The price 
per hundredweight for Class I milk for 
the month shall be the basic formula 
price for the preceding month, plus $1.50 
in each of the months of March through 
July and $1.91 in all other months plus 
or minus a supply-demand adjustment 
computed as follows: 

(1) Divide the total pounds of pro¬ 
ducer milk in the second and third 
months preceding by the total gross 
pounds of Class I milk (excluding inter¬ 
handler transfers and any intermarket 
transfers that would result in the same 
milk being accounted for the second time 
as Class I milk) in the same months of 
handlers fully regulated under this part 
and Parts 1097 (Memphis, Tennessee, 
marketing area) and 1102 (Fort Smith, 
Arkansas, marketing area), of this 
chapter, multiply the result by 100, and 
round to the nearest whole number. The 
result shall be known as the “current 
utilization percentage”. 

(2) Compute a “deviation percentage” 
as follows: 

(i) If the current utilization percent¬ 
age is neither less than the minimum 
standard utilization percentage specified 
below nor in excess of the maximum 
standard utilization percentage specified 
below, the deviation percentage is zero; 

(ii) Any amount by which the current 
utilization percentage is less than the 
minimum standard utilization percent¬ 
age specified below is a “minus deviation 
percentage”; 

(iii) Any amount by which the cur¬ 
rent utilization percentage exceeds the 
maximum standard utilization percent¬ 
age specified below is a “plus deviation 
percentage”. 


Delivery 
period for 
which price 
applies 

Delivery period used 
in computation 

Percentages 

Mini¬ 

mum 

Maxi¬ 

mum 

January.. 

October-November.. 

108 

114 

February. 

N o vember-December... 

107 

113 

March.. 

December-January_ 

107 

113 

April. 

January-February_ 

107 

113 

May.... 

February-March_ 

106 

112 

June_ 

M arch-April.. 

109 

115 

July_ 

April-May_ 

112 

118 

August_ 

May-June.___ 

112 

118 

September.... 

June-July.. 

115 

121 

October_ 

July-August... 

114 

120 

November_ 

August-September. 

111 

117 

December.... 

September-October_ 

no 

116 


(3) For a “minus deviation percent¬ 
age” the Class I price shall be increased 
and for a “plus deviation percentage” 


the Class I price shall be decreased as 
follows: 

(i) One cent times each such per¬ 
centage unit of deviation; plus 

(ii) One cent times the lesser of: 

(a) Each percentage unit of deviation, 
or 

(5) Each percentage unit of deviation 
of like direction (plus or minus, with any 
deviation percentage of opposite direc¬ 
tion considered to be zero for purposes of 
computations of this subparagraph) 
computed pursuant to subparagraph (2) 
of this paragraph for the month immedi¬ 
ately preceeding; plus 

(iii) One cent times the least of: 

(a) Each percentage unit of deviation; 

(b) Each percentage unit of deviation 
of like direction computed pursuant to 
subparagrapjj (2) of this paragraph for 
the month immediately preceding, or 

(c) Each percentage unit of deviation 
of like direction computed pursuant to 
subparagraph (2) of this paragraph for 
the second preceding month. 

(b) Class II milk price. The Class II 
milk price shall be the basic formula 
price computed pursuant to § 1108.50. 

9. Section 1108.52(b) is revised as 
follows: 

§ 1108.52 Butterfat differential to han¬ 
dlers. 

* * * * 

(b) Class II price. Multiply the Chi¬ 
cago butter price for the month by 
0.115. 

10. Section 1108.53 is revised as 
follows: 

§ 1108.53 Location differentials to han¬ 
dlers. 

For that milk which is received from 
producers at a pool plant located 60 miles 
or more from the Courthouse at Arka- 
delphia, Arkansas, or the State Capital 
at Little Rock, Arkansas, whichever is 
nearer by shortest highway distance, as 
determined by the market administrator, 
and which is transferred to another pool 
plant in the form of fluid milk products 
and assigned to Class I milk pursuant to 
the proviso of this section, or otherwise 
classified as Class I milk, the price speci¬ 
fied in § 1108.51(a) shall be reduced at 
the rate of 1.5 cents for each 10 miles or 
fraction thereof that such plant is from 
the respective building designated above: 
Provided, That for the purpose of calcu¬ 
lating such location differential, fluid 
milk products which are transferred be¬ 
tween pool plants shall be assigned to 
any remainder of Class II milk in the 
plant to which transferred after making 
the calculation prescribed in § 1108.46(a) 
(1) through (4) and the comparable 
steps in paragraph (b) thereof for such 
plant, such assignment to the transfer¬ 
ring plants to be made in sequence ac¬ 
cording to the location differential ap¬ 
plicable at each plant, beginning with 
the plant having the largest differential. 

11. In § 1108.71 the introductory text 
preceding paragraph (a) is revised as 
follows: 

§ 1108.71 Computation of the uniform 
price. 

For each of the months through Jan¬ 
uary 1964 and August through February 
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thereafter, the market administrator 
shall compute the uniform price per hun¬ 
dredweight of producer milk of 3.5 per¬ 
cent butterfat content, f.o.b. market, as 
follows: 

***** 

12. In § 1108.72 the introductory text 
preceding paragraph (a) is revised as 
follows: 

§ 1108.72 Computation of uniform 
prices for base milk and excess milk. 

For each of the months of February 
through July 1964 and March through 
July thereafter, the market administra¬ 
tor shall compute the uniform prices per 
hundredweight for base milk and for ex¬ 
cess milk, each of 3.5 percent butterfat 
content, f.o.b. market, as follows: 
***** 

13. Section 1108.74 is revised as fol¬ 
lows: 

§ 1108.74 Location differential to pro¬ 
ducers. 

The applicable uniform prices to be 
paid for all producer milk received at a 
pool plant located 60 miles or more from 
the Courthouse at Arkadelphia, Ar¬ 
kansas or the State Capitol at Little 
Rock, Arkansas, whichever is nearer by 
shortest highway distance, as determined 
by the market administrator, shall be 
reduced according to the distance of the 
plant from the respective building des¬ 
ignated above at the rate of 1.5 cents 
for each 10 miles or residual fraction 
thereof. 

14. Section 1108.75(b) is revised as fol¬ 
lows: 

§ 1108.75 Notification of handlers. 
***** 

(b) For the months of February 
through July 1964 and March through 
July thereafter, the amount and value 
of his base and excess milk, respectively, 
and the amount of base milk and excess 
milk received from each producer; 
***** 

15. Section 1108.80 (c) (2) (ii) and (d) 
are revised as follows: 

§ 1108.80 Time and method of payment 
for producer milk. 
***** 

(C) * * * 

( 2 ) * * * 

(ii) For the months of February 
through July 1964 and March through 
July thereafter, the pounds of base milk 
received; 

***** 

(d) To a cooperative association with 
respect to receipts of milk for which 
such cooperative association is the han¬ 
dler pursuant to § 1108.12(c): 

(1) On or before the 2d day prior 
to the last day of the delivery period, an 
amount equal to the rate specified in 
paragraph (a) (1) of this section times 
the volume received during the first 15 
days of the delivery period; and 

(2) On or before the 13th day after 
the end of each delivery period, an 
amount equal to not less than the value 
of such milk at applicable class price (s) 
less payment made pursuant to para¬ 
graph (d) (1) of this section. 


16. Section 1108.90 is revised as fol¬ 
lows: 

§ 1108.90 Computation of daily average 
base for each producer. 

The daily average base for each pro¬ 
ducer shall be determined by the market 
administrator as follows: Divide the total 
pounds of milk received from such pro¬ 
ducer by handlers fully regulated under 
the terms of the respective orders regu¬ 
lating the handling of milk in the Mem¬ 
phis, Tennessee; Fort Smith, Arkansas; 
and Central Arkansas marketing areas 
(Parts 1097, 1102 and 1108, respectively, 
of this chapter) during the immediately 
preceding period of September through 
December 1963, and September through 
January thereafter, by the total number 
of days in such period beginning with the 
first day on which milk is received from 
such producer by a handler regulated 
under any one of the aforesaid orders, 
but not less than 90 for the September - 
December base-forming period and 120 
thereafter. In the case of producers de¬ 
livering milk to a plant which first be¬ 
came a pool plant during or after the 
end of the base-forming period, the daily 
average base for each producer shall be 
that which would have been calculated 
for such producer for the entire base¬ 
forming period if the plant had been a 
pool plant during such period. 

17. Section 1108.91 is redesignated as 
§ 1108.92 and a new § 1108.91 is added 
as follows: 

§ 1108.91 Determination of monthly 
base of each producer. 

Subject to the rules set forth in 
§ 1108.92, the market administrator shall 
calculate a monthly base for each pro¬ 
ducer for each of the months of Febru¬ 
ary through July 1964 and March 
through July thereafter, as follows: 

(a) If milk is received by handlers as 
producer milk during the month, multi¬ 
ply such producer's daily average base 
computed pursuant to § 1108.90 by the 
number of days in such month; 

(b) If milk is received as producer 
milk from the same farm by handlers 
regulated under this part and by han¬ 
dlers fully regulated under the terms 
of the Memphis, Tennessee (Part 1097), 
or Fort Smith, Arkansas (Part 1102), 
orders during the month, multiply such 
producer’s daily average base computed 
pursuant to § 1108.90 by the number of 
days in such month and multiply the 
result by the percentages of the total 
pounds of milk received from such pro¬ 
ducer by handlers fully regulated under 
the terms of the three orders specified 
in § 1108.90 which were received by each 
handler to determine the amount of base 
milk received from such producer by each 
handler. 

18. Section 1108.92 is redesignated as 
§ 1108.93 and the redesignated § 1108.92 
is revised as follows: 

§ 1108.92 Base rules. 

The following rules shall apply in con¬ 
nection with the transfer of daily av¬ 
erage bases for each producer computed 
pursuant to § 1108.90: 

(a) An entire base shall be transferred 
from a person holding such base to any 


other person effective as of the end of 
any month during which an application 
for such transfer is received by the mar¬ 
ket administrator, such application to be 
on forms approved by the market ad¬ 
ministrator and signed by the base- 
holder, or his heirs, and by the person 
to whom such base is to be transferred; 

(b) If a base is held jointly, the entire 
base shall be transferrable only upon the 
receipt of such application signed by all 
joint holders or their heirs, and by the 
person to whom such base is to be trans¬ 
ferred. 

19. Section 1108.92 is redesignated as 
§ 1108.93 and is revised as follows: 

§ 1108.93 Announcement of established 
bases. 

On or before January 25, 1964, and 
February 25 of each year thereafter, the 
market administrator shall notify each 
producer of the daily average base es¬ 
tablished by such producer. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-11459; Filed, Oct. 29, 1963; 

8:48 a.m.] 


[ 7 CFR Parts 1104 f 1106 3 

[Docket Nos. A0298-A4, AO210-A16] 

MILK IN RED RIVER VALLEY AND 
OKLAHOMA METROPOLITAN MAR¬ 
KETING AREAS 

Notice of Hearing on Proposed 
Amendments to Tentative Market¬ 
ing Agreements and Orders 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Agri¬ 
cultural Marketing Agreement Act of 
1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601 et seq.), 
and the applicable rules of practice and 
procedure governing the formulation of 
marketing agreements and marketing 
orders (7 CFR Part 900), notice is hereby 
given of a public hearing to be held at 
the 89er Inn, 3300 Lincoln Boulevard, 
Oklahoma City, Oklahoma, beginning at 
9:00 a.m., local time, on November 4, 
1963, with respect to proposed amend¬ 
ments to the tentative marketing agree¬ 
ment and to the order, regulating the 
handling of milk in the Red River Valley 
and Oklahoma Metropolitan marketing 
area. 

The public hearing is for the purpose 
of receiving evidence with respect to the 
economic and emergency marketing con¬ 
ditions which relate to the proposed 
amendments, hereinafter set forth, ana 
any appropriate modifications thereof, 
to the tentative marketing agreements 
and to the orders. , h 

The proposed amendments, set form 
below, have not received the approval o 
the Secretary of Agriculture. .. 

Proposed by Central Oklahoma Mj 
Producers Association, Pure Milk Pr ° a ;\" 
ers Association of Eastern Oklahom 
and North Texas Producers Associa- 
tion: , fhe 

Proposal No . 1. Amend each oi r* 
Red River Valley and Oklahoma Met 
politan orders to increase the Clas 
prices 25 cents per hundredweight en^ 
tive through April 1964. n 

Proposed by the Milk Marketing 
ders Division, Agricultural Marke 
Service: 
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Proposal No. 2. Make such changes as 
may be necessary to make the entire 
marketing agreements and the orders 
conform with any amendments thereto 
that may result from this hearing. 

Copies of this notice of hearing and 
the order may be procured from the 
Market Administrator, P.O. Box 4568, 
Tulsa 14, Oklahoma, or from the Hear¬ 
ing Clerk, Room 112, Administration 
Building, United States Department of 
Agriculture, Washington, D.C., 20250, or 
may be there inspected. 

Signed at Washington, D.C., on Oc¬ 
tober 25, 1963. 

C. H. Girard, 
Deputy Administrator, \ 
Regulatory Programs. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-11460; Piled, Oct. 29, 1963; 

8:48 a.m.] 


FEDERAL AVIATION AGENCY 


[14 CFR Part 71 [New] ] 

| Airspace Docket No. 63-WE-78] 

CONTROL ZONE AND TRANSITION 
AREA 


Notice'of Proposed Alteration and 
Designation 


Notice is hereby given that the Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Agency (FAA) is consid¬ 
ering amendments to Part 71 [New] of 
the Federal Aviation regulations, the 
substance of which is stated below. 

The following controlled airspace is 
presently designated within the Modesto, 
Calif., terminal area: 

1. The Modesto, Calif., control zone is 
designated within a 5-mile radius of 
Modesto City-County Airport, within 2 
miles each side of the Modesto VOR 291° 
True radial, extending from the 5-mile 
radius zone to 8 miles west of the VOR, 
mid within 2 miles each side of the Mo¬ 
desto VOR 153° True radial, extending 
from the 5-mile radius zone to 8 miles 
southeast of the VOR, excluding the por¬ 
tion within R-2514. This control zone is 
effective from 0630 to 1900 hours, local 
time, daily. 

2- That portion of the Merced, Calif., 
control area extension bounded on the 
east by Victor 23, on the south by Vic¬ 
tor 230, on the west by Victor 113, and 
on the north by the Stockton, Calif., 
control area extension. 

The PAA, having completed a compre- 
ensive review of the terminal airspace 
structure requirements in the Modesto 
includin 8 studies attendant to the 
mipiementation of the provisions of CAR 
amendments 60-21/60-29, has under 
nsideration the following airspace 


rpri ^ er .the Modesto control zone by 
a R as airspace within 

r adius of Modesto City-County 
12 n^V latitude 37°37'35" N., longitude 
of ; 5 ” W.); within 2 miles each side 
e Xt ^ Modesto VOR 291 ° Tl ’ ue radial, 

8 mil mg from the 5-mile radius zone to 
mu es west Qf the VQR and within 2 

Tr Up S** 1 side of the Modesto VOR 119° 
radiii* adla1 ’ extending from the 5-mile 
excinHi! 0ne t0 8 miles east of the VOR, 
1X18 the portion within R-2514. 


This control zone would be effective from 
0630 to 1900 hours, local time, daily. 

2. Designate the Modesto transition 
area as that airspace extending upward 
from 700 feet above the surface within 
a 5-mile radius of the Modesto City- 
County Airport (latitude 37°37'35" N., 
longitude 120°57'15" W.) within 2 miles 
each side of the Modesto VOR 291° True 
radial, extending from the 5-mile radius 
area to 8 miles west of the VOR, and 
within 2 miles each side of the Modesto 
VOR 119° True radial, extending from 
the 5-mile radius area to 8 miles east of 
the VOR; and that airspace extending 
upward from 1,200 feet above the surface 
bounded on the east by longitude 
120°30'00" W., on the south by a line 
extending from latitude 37°38'45" N., 
longitude 120°30'00" W., to latitude 
37°25'00" N., longitude 120°48'00" W., 
to latitude 37°25'00" N., longitude 120°- 
56'00" W., on the west by Victor 109, and 
on the north by a line extending from 
latitude 37°38'00" N., longitude 121°00'- 
35" W., to latitude 37°45'45" N., longi¬ 
tude 120° 30'00" W. The portion within 
Rr-2514 would be used only after ob¬ 
taining prior approval from appropriate 
authority. 

The actions proposed herein would, 
in part, realign the Modesto control zone 
east extension on the Modesto VOR 119° 
True radial to coincide with the final 
approach course specified by the VOR in¬ 
strument approach procedure. 

The portion of the proposed Modesto 
transition area with a floor of 700 feet 
above the surface would provide protec¬ 
tion for aircraft executing prescribed 
instrument approach and departure pro¬ 
cedures at the Modesto Airport during 
the time the Modesto control zone is 
not effective. The portion of the pro¬ 
posed transition area with a floor of 
1,200 feet above the surface would pro¬ 
vide protection for aircraft executing 
the higher portions of prescribed in¬ 
strument approach, departure, holding 
and radar vectoring procedures within 
the Modesto terminal area. 

The portion of the Merced control area 
extension and the floors of the airways 
within the lateral limits of the proposed 
transition area would automatically as¬ 
sume a floor coincident with that of the 
transition area. Revocation of the Mer¬ 
ced control area extension will be proc¬ 
essed at a later date as a part of the 
terminal area CAR Amendments 60-21/ 
60-29 implementation studies in adjacent 
terminal areas. 

Certain minor revisions to prescribed 
instrument procedures would accompany 
the actions proposed herein, but opera¬ 
tional complexities would not be 
increased nor would aircraft perform¬ 
ance characteristics or established land¬ 
ing minimums be adversely affected. 
Specific details of the changes to pro¬ 
cedures and minimum instrument flight 
rules altitudes that would be required 
may be examined by contacting the 
Chief, Airspace Utilization Branch, Air 
Traffic Division, Western Region, Fed¬ 
eral Aviation Agency, 5651 West Man¬ 
chester Avenue, P.O. Box 90007, Airport 
Station, Los Angeles, Calif., 90009. 

Interested persons may submit such 
written data, views or arguments as they 


may desire. Communications should be 
submitted in triplicate to the Director, 
Western Region, Attn: Chief, Air Traffic 
Division, Federal Aviation Agency, 5651 
West Manchester Avenue, P.O. Box 
90007, Airport Station, Los Angeles, 
Calif., 90009. All communications re¬ 
ceived within forty-five days after pub¬ 
lication of this notice in the Federal 
Register will be considered before action 
is taken on the proposed amendment. 
No public hearing is contemplated at this 
time, but arrangements for informal 
conferences with Federal Aviation 
Agency officials may be made by con¬ 
tacting the Regional Air Traffic Divi¬ 
sion Chief, or the Chief, Airspace Uti¬ 
lization Division, Federal Aviation 
Agency, Washington, D.C., 20553. Any 
data, views or arguments presented dur¬ 
ing such conferences must also be sub¬ 
mitted in writing in accordance with 
this notice in order to become part of the 
record for consideration. The proposal 
contained in this notice may be changed 
in the light of comments received. 

The official Docket will be available 
for examination by interested persons 
at the Federal Aviation Agency, Office of 
the General Counsel: Attention Rules 
Docket, 800 Independence Avenue SW., 
Washington, D.C. An informal docket 
will also be available for examination at 
the office of the Regional Air Traffic Di¬ 
vision Chief. 

This amendment is proposed under 
section 307(a) of the Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958 (72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 
1348). 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on October 
23, 1963. 

W. R. Andrews, 

Acting Chief, 

Airspace Utilization Division. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-11407; Filed, Oct. 29, 1963; 

8:45 a.m.] 


[ 14 CFR Part 71 [New] ] 

[Airspace Docket No. 63-WA-73] 

POSITIVE CONTROL AREA 
Notice of Proposed Alteration 

The Federal Aviation Agency is con¬ 
sidering an amendment to Part 71 [New] 
of the Federal Aviation regulations to al¬ 
ter a positive control area in portions of 
the areas of jurisdiction of the Denver 
and Salt Lake City air route traffic con¬ 
trol centers. 

Positive control areas are designated 
within the continental control area for 
the provision of positive separation to 
en route and local aircraft operations. 

The present Salt Lake City and Den¬ 
ver positive control areas were aligned 
to be coincident with the planned North¬ 
ern Tier SAGE sector southern bound¬ 
ary. A change in the planned boundary 
makes it practical to include an addi¬ 
tional area of positive control. Although 
both the Salt Lake and Denver air route 
traffic control center areas are involved, 
the additional area would be added by 
altering the description of only the 
Denver, Colo., positive control area. 
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If this action is taken the Denver, 
Colo., positive control area would be 
amended to read as follows: 

That airspace within the continental con¬ 
trol area, from flight level 240 to and in¬ 
cluding flight level 600, bounded by a line 
beginning at: 

Latitude 36°33'00" N., longitude 101°04'30" 
W.; thence to latitude 36°46W # N., longi¬ 
tude 102°28'00' / W.; thence to latitude 
37°44'00" N., longitude 102°20'00" W.; 

thence to latitude 36°43'00" N., longitude 
106°05'00" W.; thence to latitude 38°08'00" 
N., longitude 106°38'00" W.; thence to lati¬ 
tude 37°48'00" N., longitude 110°46'00" W.; 
thence to latitude 38°27'00" N., longi¬ 
tude 110°57'00" W.; thence to latitude 
38°59'00" N., longitude 111°07'00" W.; 

thence to latitude 39°39'00" N., longitude 
110 e 39'00" W.; thence to latitude 40°11'00" 
N., longitude 110°22'00" W.; thence to lati¬ 
tude 40°45'00" N., longitude 109°35'00" W.; 
thence to latitude 41° 05'00" N., longitude 
106°10'00" W.; thence to latitude 42°00'00" 
N., longitude 106° 15'00" W.; thence to lati¬ 
tude 42°40'00" N., longitude 107°05'00" W.; 
thence to latitude 43°00'00" N., longitude 
107°00'00" W.; thence to latitude 43°30'00" 
N., longitude 106°30'00" W.; thence to lati¬ 
tude 43°47'10" N., longitude 106 e 31'00" W.; 
thence to latitude 43°50'00" N., longitude 
107°45'00" W.; thence to latitude 45°20'00" 
N., longitude 107°45'00" W.; thence to lati¬ 
tude 45°07'00" N., longitude 104°15'00" W.; 
thence to latitude 44°37'00" N., longitude 
101°00'00" W.; thence to latitude 44°20'00" 
N., longitude 101°00'00" W.; thence to lati¬ 
tude 43°30'00" N., longitude 100°26'00" W.; 
thence to latitude 43°30'00" N., longitude 
99°00'00" W.; thence to latitude 39°23'00" 
N., longitude 99° 04'00" W.; thence to 

latitude 38°36'00" N., longitude 101°28'0O" 
W.; thence to latitude 37°39'00" N., longi¬ 
tude 101° 03'00" W.; thence to the point of 
beginning. 

Interested persons may submit such 
written data, views or arguments as they 
may desire. Communications should 
be submitted in triplicate to the Chief, 
Airspace Utilization Division, Federal 
Aviation Agency, Washington, D.C., 
20553. All communications received 
within forty-five days after publication 
of this notice in the Federal Register 
will be considered before action is taken 
on the proposed amendment. No pub¬ 
lic hearing is contemplated at this time, 
but arrangements for informal con¬ 
ferences with Federal Aviation Agency 
officials may be made by contacting the 
Chief, Airspace Utilization Division. 
Any data, views or arguments presented 
during such conferences must also be 
submitted in writing in accordance with 
this notice in order to become part of 
the record for consideration. The pro¬ 
posal contained in this notice may be 
changed in the light of comments 
received. 

The official Docket will be available 
for examination by interested persons 
at the Docket Section, Federal Aviation 
Agency, Room A-103, 1711 New York 
Avenue NW., Washington, D.C., 20553. 

This amendment is proposed under 
section 307(a) of the Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958 (72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348). 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Octo¬ 
ber 23, 1963. 

W. R. Andrews, 

Acting Chief , 

Airspace Utilization Division . 

[FR. Doc. 63-11409; Filed, Oct. 29, 1963; 

8:45 a.m.] 


PROPOSED RULE MAKING 

114 CFR Part 75 [New! ] 

[Airspace Docket No. 63-WA-70] 

JET ROUTE 

Notice of Proposed Alteration 

Notice is hereby given that the Federal 
Aviation Agency (FAA) is considering an 
amendment to Part 75 of the Federal 
Aviation regulations, the substance of 
which is stated below. 

The FAA has under consideration the 
designation of a jet route from the Co¬ 
lumbia, S.C., VOR to the Pulaski, Va., 
VOR. The designation of a jet route 
as proposed herein would provide a more 
direct route for civil turbojet aircraft 
operating between Miami, Fla., and 
Pittsburgh, Pa. 

Interested persons may submit such 
written data, views or arguments as they 
may desire. Communications should be 
submitted in triplicate to the Chief, Air¬ 
space Utilization Division, Federal Avia¬ 
tion Agency, Washington, D.C., 20553. 
All communications received within 
forty-five days after publication of this 
notice in the Federal Register will be 
considered before action is taken on the 
proposed amendment. No public hear¬ 
ing is contemplated at this time, but ar¬ 
rangements for informal conferences 
with Federal Aviation Agency officials 
may be made by contacting the Chief, 
Airspace Utilization Division. Any data, 
views or arguments presented during 
such conferences must also be submitted 
in writing in accordance with this notice 
in order to become part of the record for 
consideration. The proposal contained 
in this notice may be changed in the 
light of comments received. 

The official Docket will be available for 
examination by interested persons at the 
Docket Section, Federal Aviation Agency, 
Room A-103,1711 New York Avenue NW., 
Washington, D.C., 20553. 

This amendment is proposed under 
section 307(a) of the Federal Aviation 
Act of 1958 (72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348). 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Oc¬ 
tober 23,1963. 

W. R. Andrews, 

Acting Chief, 

Airspace Utilization Division . 

[F.R. Doc. 63-11408; Filed, Oct. 29, 1963; 

8:45 a.m.J 


[14 CFR Part 507 1 

[Reg. Docket No. 2034] 

AIRWORTHINESS DIRECTIVES 

Piper Model PA-24 Series Aircraft 

The Federal Aviation Agency has un¬ 
der consideration a proposal to amend 
Part 507 of the regulations or the Ad¬ 
ministrator to include an airworthiness 
directive for Piper Model PA-24 Series 
aircraft. There have been cases of inad¬ 
vertent tripping of the 25 ampere landing 
gear retraction circuit breaker, which 
has resulted in stoppage of the landing 
gear retraction mechanism prior to the 
fully extended position. It has been de¬ 
termined that in normal operation the 
circuit load may momentarily exceed 25 
amperes and that a 30 ampere circuit 
breaker is sufficient to overcome this 
condition. Therefore, to correct this un¬ 


safe condition, this AD requires replace¬ 
ment of the 25 ampere circuit breaker 
with a 30 ampere circuit breaker or FAA 
approved equivalent. 

Interested persons are invited to par¬ 
ticipate in the making of the proposed 
rule by submitting such written data, 
views, or arguments as they may desire. 
Communications should identify the reg¬ 
ulatory docket number and be submitted 
in duplicate to the Federal Aviation 
Agency, Office of the General Counsel: 
Attention Rules Docket, Room A-103, 
1711 New York Avenue NW., Washing¬ 
ton, D.C., 20553. All communications 
received on or before December 2, 1963, 
will be considered by the Administrator 
before taking action upon the proposed 
rule. The proposals contained in this 
notice may be changed in the light of 
comments received. All comments will 
be available, both before and after the 
closing date for comments, in the Rules 
Docket for examination by interested 
persons. 

This amendment is proposed under 
the authority of sections 313(a), 601 and 
603 of the Federal Aviation Act of 1958 
(72 Stat. 752, 775, 776; 49 U.S.C, 1354(a), 
1421,1423). 

In consideration of the foregoing, it is 
proposed to amend § 507.10(a) of Part 
507 (14 CFR Part 507), by adding the 
following airworthiness directive: 

Piper. Applies to all Models PA-24 and PA- 
24-250 aircraft, which have 25 ampere 
circuit breakers in the landing gear re¬ 
traction motor circuit. 

Compliance required within the next 100 
hours’ time in service after the effective 
date of this AD. 

Inadvertent tripping of the 25 ampere 
landing gear retraction circuit breaker has 
resulted in stoppage of the landing gear 
retraction mechanism in other than the 
fully extended position. Therefore, in order 
to eliminate this condition, with its as¬ 
sociated hazard of partial-gear-down land¬ 
ing accidents, the 25 ampere circuit breaker 
in the landing gear retraction motor circuit 
must be replaced with a 30 ampere circuit 
breaker, Piper P/N 454661, or FAA approved 
equivalent. 

(Piper Service Letter No. 356, dated March 
31, 1961, pertains to this same subject.) 

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Oc¬ 
tober 23,1963. 

G. S. Moore. 

Director, 

Flight Standards Service. 
[F.R. Doc. 63-11406; Filed, Oct. 29, 1963: 

8:45 a.m.] 

FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 

E 18 CFR Parts 101, 104,201,2041 

[Docket No. R-246] 

UNIFORM SYSTEM OF ACCOUNTS 
FOR PUBLIC UTILITIES AND LI¬ 
CENSEES AND FOR NATURAL GA> 
COMPANIES 

Disposition of Balance in Accumulated 
Deferred Tax Accounts Attributable 
to Property Retired Prior to the f*' 
piration of Its Estimated UsefulJ- 1 ' 
Notice of Further Extension of Ti 
October 23,1963- 

Upon consideration of the request^® 
October 17, 1963, by Edison Electric 
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stitute for a further extension of time 
within which to submit written data, 
views, comments and suggestions con¬ 
cerning the proposed amendments to 
the Uniform System of Accounts pre¬ 
scribed for Public Utilities and Licensees 
and for Natural Gas Companies as set 
forth in the notice of proposed rule- 
making issued August 27, 1963, in the 
above-designated matter; 

Notice is hereby given that the time is 
extended to and including November 29, 
1963, for filing comments concerning the 
proposed amendments. 

Gordon M. Grant, 
Acting Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-11417; Filed, Oct. 29, 1963; 

8:45 a.m.] 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[No. MC-C—1 ] 

[ 49 CFR Part 170 ] 
COMMERCIAL ZONES 

St. Louis, Mo.-East St. Louis, III. 

October 25,1963. 

Redefinition of St. Louis, Mo.-East St. 
Louis, Ill., commercial zone heretofore 
defined in 76 M.C.C. 418. Petitioners: 
Midwest Rubber Reclaiming Company, 
East St. Louis, Ill., Phillips Pipe Line 
Company, Bartlesville, Okla. Petition¬ 
ers’ representatives: Albert C. Metter, 
Midwest Rubber Reclaiming Company, 
East St. Louis, Ill., and Glen T. Patter¬ 
son and D. E. Hodges, Adams Building, 


Bartlesville, Okla. By petition filed 
May 31, 1963, petitioners request the 
Commission to reopen the above pro¬ 
ceeding for the purpose of redefining 
the limits of the St. Louis, Mo.-East St. 
Louis, Ill., commercial zone, which are 
prescribed in the second report of the 
Commission on further consideration, 76 
M.C.C. 418 (49 CFR 170.3), and to re¬ 
vise part (3) in the description of such 
zone limits to read as follows: “(3) all 
points within the corporate limits of 
East St. Louis, Belleville, Granite City, 
Madison, Venice, Brooklyn, National 
City, Fairmont City, Washington Park, 
and Monsanto, Ill., and that part of the 
Village of Cohokia, Ill., bounded by Il¬ 
linois Highway 3 on the east, First Ave¬ 
nue and Red House (Cargill) Road on 
the south and southwest, the east line 
of the right-of-way of the Alton and 
Southern. Railroad on the west, and the 
corporate limits of Monsanto on the 
northwest and north”. 

This proceeding is assigned for oral 
hearing on December 5, 1963, in Room 
1620, New Federal Building, 1520 Mar¬ 
ket Street, St. Louis, Mo., before Ex¬ 
aminer Samuel Horwich. 

Notice to the general public of the 
matter herein under consideration will 
be given by depositing a copy of this 
notice in the office of the Secretary of 
the Commission for public inspection 
and by filing a copy thereof with the 
. Director, Office of the Federal Register. 

By the Commission, Division 1. 

[seal] Harold D. McCoy, 

Secretary . 

[F.R. Doc. 63-11441; Filed, Oct. 29, 1963; 

8:47 a.m.] 
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Notices 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 

Bureau of Customs 

[T.D. 56033] 

COTTON TEXTILES AND COTTON TEX¬ 
TILE PRODUCTS MANUFACTURED 

OR PRODUCED IN KOREA 

Correction of Levels of Restraint 

October 24, 1963. 

There is published below a letter of 
October 15, 1963, from the Chairman, 
President's Cabinet Textile Advisory 
Committee, which amends the levels of 
restraint prescribed in that committee’s 
directive of September 17, 1963, on cot¬ 
ton textiles and cotton textile products 
in Categories 9, 26, 45, and 54, manufac¬ 
tured or produced in Korea, which will 
be allowed entry in the United States. 

Collectors of customs and appraisers 
of merchandise have been advised of 
these corrected levels and have been in¬ 
structed to bring the corrected levels to 
the attention of all interested parties. 

[seal] Philip Nichols, Jr., 

Commissioner of Customs. 

The Secretary op Commerce 

president’s cabinet textile advisory 
committee 

Washington 25, D.C., 

October 15,1963. 

Commissioner op Customs, 

Department of the Treasury, 

Washington, D.C. 

Dear Mr. Commissioner: This letter 
amends my letter to you of September 17, 
1963, appearing in the Federal Register on 
October 3, 1963 (28 F.R. 10683), regarding 
prohibition of entry into the United States 
for consumption and withdrawal from ware¬ 
house for consumption of cotton textiles and 
cotton textile products in Categories 9, 26, 
45, and 54, produced or manufactured in 
Korea, in excess of certain corrected levels 
of restraint, for the twelve-month period 
beginning January 1, 1963. 

The corrected levels of restraint provided 
in my letter of September 17, reflecting en¬ 
tries made during the period January 1, 1963, 
through September 9, 1963, inadvertently 
omitted entries made during the month of 
July 1963. Accordingly, you are directed to 
amend my directive of September 17 to you 
to show the following corrected levels of 
restraint: 


Categories 

12-month levels of 
restraint 

Corrected levels of 
restraint 

9 

1,740,000 sq. yds. 

751,117 sq. yds. 

26 

10,000,000 sq. yds_ 

1,885,720 sq. yds. 

45 

20,000 doz. 

2,000 doz. 

54 

25,000 doz. 

7,696 doz. 


You are requested to publish this letter in the 
Federal Register as an amendment to my 
letter of September 17, 1963. 


Sincerely yours, 

Luther H. Hodges, 
Secretary of Commerce, and Chair¬ 
man, President’s Cabinet Textile 
Advisory Committee. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-11465; Filed, Oct. 29, 1963; 
8:48 ajn.] 


Comptroller of the Currency 

FIDELITY NATIONAL BANK OF TWIN 
FALLS AND HAZELTON STATE BANK 

Notice of Decision Granting Applica¬ 
tion To Purchase Assets 

On August 12, 1963, the $15.8 million 
Fidelity National Bank, Twin Falls, 
Idaho, applied to the Comptroller of the 
Currency for permission to purchase the 
assets and assume the liabilities of the 
$2.2 million Hazel ton State Bank, Hazel- 
ton, Idaho. 

On October 18, 1963, the Comptroller 
of the Currency granted this application 
effective on or after October 25,1963. 

Copies of this decision are available on 
request to the Comptroller of the Cur¬ 
rency, Washington 25, D.C. 

Dated: October 24, 1963. 

[SEAL] A. J. FAULSTICH, 

Administrative Assistant to the 
Comptroller of the Currency. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-11463; Filed, Oct. 29, 1963; 
8:48 a.m.] 


MONMOUTH COUNTY NATIONAL 
BANK, RED BANK LONG BRANCH 
TRUST CO. 

Notice of Decision Granting Applica¬ 
tion To Consolidate 

On August 1, 1963, the $108.3 million 
Monmouth County National Bank, Red 
Bank, Red Bank, New Jersey, applied to 
the Comptroller of the Currency for per¬ 
mission to consolidate under the charter 
and title of the former. 

On October 18, 1963, the Comptroller 
of the Currency granted this application. 

Copies of this decision are available 
on request to the Comptroller of the 
Currency, Washington 25, D.C. 

Dated: October 24,1963. 

[seal] A. J. Faulstich, 

Administrative Assistant to the 
Comptroller of the Currency. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-11464; Filed, Oct. 29, 1963; 
8:48 a.m.] 


Office of the Secretary 

[T.D. Order No. 167-56] 

[CGFR 63-73] 

COMMANDANT, U.S. COAST GUARD 
Delegation of Functions 

By virtue of the authority vested in 
the Secretary of the Treasury by Re¬ 
organization Plan No. 26 of 1950 and 14 
U.S.C. 631, and pursuant to the authority 
delegated to me by Treasury Department 
Order No. 190 (Revision 1), there are 
transferred to the Commandant, U.S. 
Coast Guard the following functions set 
forth in Public Law 88-130 (approved 
September 24, 1963), concerning the ap¬ 
pointment, promotion, separation, and 
retirement of Coast Guard officers: Title 
14, United States Code, sections 41a (a). 


(b) and (d), 42(e), 211 (b) and (c), 212 
(b) and (c),213 (b) and (c), 214(f),258, 
271(a), 277, 286(a), 292, 331, 334 and 335. 

The Commandant may provide for 
performance by subordinates in the 
Coast Guard of the functions delegated 
herein. 

Dated: October 23,1963. 

[seal] James A. Reed, 

Assistant Secretary of the Treasury. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-11467; Filed, Oct. 29, 1963, 
8:48 a.m.] 


[T.D. Order No. 190; Rev. 2] 

SUPERVISION OF BUREAUS AND PER¬ 
FORMANCE OF FUNCTIONS IN THE 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT 


Delegation of Authority 


1. The following bureaus, offices, and 
staff assistants shall be under the direct 
supervision of the Secretary and the 
Under Secretary: 

Internal Revenue Service, 

Assistant to the Secretary (Congressional 
Relations), 

Assistant to tbe Secretary (National Security 
Affairs), 

Assistant to the Secretary (Public Affairs), 
Special Assistants to the Secretary, 

Director, Executive Secretariat. 

2. The following bureaus, offices and 
other organizational units shall be under 
the general supervision of the Secretary 
and the Under Secretary and under the 
direct supervision of the officials indi¬ 
cated: 


A. Under Secretary for Monetary Affairs: 

Deputy Under Secretary for Monetary 
Affairs— 

Office of Financial Analysis, 

Office of Domestic Gold and Silver 
Operations, 

Office of Debt Analysis, 

The Assistant Secretary (International 
Affairs) and the Fiscal Assistant Sec¬ 
retary to the extent of their responsi¬ 
bilities for international and domestic 
monetary and fiscal policies, 
Assistant to the Secretary (Debt Man¬ 
agement) , 

Office of the Comptroller of the Currency, 
United States Savings Bonds Division. 

B. General Counsel: 

Legal Division, 

Office of Director of Practice. 

C. Assistant Secretary: 

Bureau of Customs, 

Bureau of Engraving and Printing, 
Bureau of Narcotics, 

Office of Law Enforcement Coordinate • 


United States Coast Guard. , 

D. Assistant Secretary (International M 

fairs): 

Office of International Affairs, h 

Office of Foreign Assets Control 
Assistant to the Secretary for Natio 
Security Affairs). . ., ina 

E. Assistant Secretary (Tax Policy, tnciua u 

international tax affairs): 

Office of Tax Legislative Counsel, 

Office of Tax Analysis. 

F. Assistant Secretary: 

Bureau of the Mint. 

United States Secret Service. 

G. Fiscal Assistant Secretary: 

Bureau of Accounts, 

Bureau of the Public Debt, 
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DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural Marketing Service 

ARAB STOCK YARD, ARAB, ALABAMA, ET AL. 

Notice of Changes in Names of Posted Stockyards 

It has been ascertained, and notice is hereby given, that the names of the live¬ 
stock markets referred to herein, which were posted on the respective dates specified 
below as being subject to the provisions of the Packers and Stockyards Act, 1921, as 
amended (7 U.S.C. 181 et seq.), have been changed as indicated below. 

Original name of stockyard, location, and Current name of stockyard and date of 

date of posting change in name 

Alabama 

Arab Stock Yard, Arab, May 22, 1959_Arab Stock Yard, Inc., June 7, 1963. 

California 

Willows Livestock Market, Willows, Nov. 13, 1959_Sacramento Valley Stockyard, Sept. 13, 

1963. 

Georgia 

Dawson Livestock Co., Dawson, May 14. 1959_Dawson Livestock Co., June 17, 1963. 

Indiana 

Springville Feeder Auction Association, Spring The Springville Feeder Auction Asso- 
ville, Apr. 4, 1963. elation. Sept. 24, 1963. 

Iowa 

North East Iowa Sales Commission, Decorah, Northeast Iowa Sales Commission, Mar. 

June 6, 1959. 9, 1963. 

FS Service, Inc.—Waukon Livestock Marketing Northeast Iowa Sales Commission, Mar. 
Center, Waukon, May 25,1959. 9,1963. 

Kansas 

Harper Live Stock Sale, Harper, June 8, 1959_Harper Livestock Sales Co., Aug. 7, 1963. 

Minnesota 

Pipestone Livestock Auction Market, Pipestone, Pipestone Livestock Auction, June 5, 
Sept. 23, 1959. 1963. 

Missouri 

Mountain View Auction, Mountain View, May 29, Norman Smith Livestock & Furniture, 
1959. Auction, July 6,1963. 

Nebraska 

Curtis Sale Barn, Curtis, Mar. 10, 1958_Curtis Livestock Commission Co., Aug. 

7,1963. 

Nebraska Livestock Commission Co., Hastings, Baxter-Johnson Livestock Auction Co., 
May 22, 1959. Sept. 1,1963. 

New Mexico 

Five States Livestock Auction, Clayton, June 4, Five States Livestock Auction Co., June 
1963. 4,1963. 

Oklahoma 

Farmers and Ranchers Livestock Commission, Pioneer Livestock Auction Co., July 11, 
Wister, July 11, 1960. 1963. 

South Dakota 

Stockman’s Commission Co., Inc., Rapid City, Rapid City Livestock Exchange, Inc., 
Jan. 24,1947. July 30,1963. 

Texas 

Seymour Livestock Commission Co., Seymour, Seymour Stockyards Co., Oct. 1, 1963. 
Nov. 14,1956. 

Washington 

Farmer’s Auction House, Everson, Oct. 5, 1959_Farmers Auction, May 2, 1963. 

Done at Washington, D.C., this 25th day of October 1963. 

H. L. Jones, 

Chief, Rates and Registrations Branch, 
Packers and Stockyards Division, Agricultural Marketing Service. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-11458; Filed, Oct. 29, 1963; 8:48 a.m.] 


Wednesday, October 30, 1963 

Office of the Treasurer of the United 

States, 

Office of Defense Lending. 

H. Administrative Assistant Secretary : 

Office of Administrative Services, 

Office of Budget and Finance, 

Office of Management and Organization, 
Office of Personnel, 

Office of Security. 

3. The Under Secretary, the Under 
Secretary for Monetary Affairs, the Gen¬ 
eral Counsel, and the Assistant Secre¬ 
taries are authorized to perform any 
functions the Secretary is authorized to 
perform. Each of these officials shall 
perform functions under this authority 
in his own capacity and under his own 
title, and shall be responsible for re¬ 
ferring to the Secretary any matter on 
which action should appropriately be 
taken by the Secretary. Each of these 
officials will ordinarily perform under 
this authority only functions which arise 
out of, relate to, or concern the activities 
or functions of or the laws administered 
by or relating to the bureaus, offices, or 
other organizational units over which he 
has supervision. Any action heretofore 
taken by any of these officials in his own 
capacity and under his own title is hereby 
affirmed and ratified as the action of the 
Secretary. 

4. The following officers shall, in the 
order of succession indicated, act as 
Secretary of the Treasury in case of the 
death, resignation, absence, or sickness 
of the Secretary and other officers suc¬ 
ceeding him, until a successor is ap¬ 
pointed or until the absence or sickness 
shall cease: 

A. Undersecretary, 

B. Under Secretary for Monetary Affairs, 

C. General Counsel, 

D. Presidentially appointed Assistant Secre¬ 

taries in the order in which they took 
the oath of office as Assistant Secretary. 

5. Treasury Department Order No. 190 
(Revision 1) is rescinded. 

Dated: October 23, 1963. 

[seal] Douglas Dillon, 

Secretary of the Treasury. 

(PR. Doc. 63-11468; Filed, Oct. 29, 1963; 

8:48 a.m.J 


department of the interior 

Bureau of Reclamation 
LEAVER TOWNSITE, SHOSHONE 
PROJECT, WYOMING 
Sale of Tracts, Blocks and Lots; 

Correction 

lq PR ; Doc ‘ 63-10675 Published October 9, 
< 5 , m the Federal Register, Volume 28, 

197 ’ Page 10827 » is hereby cor¬ 
seted as follows: 

of 1 ?u Paragraph 3— Public Sale, the date 
19(tt e , sale as Published November 24, 

ber 14 196!f 136 correc ^ ed read Novem ~ 

°ated: October 17,1963. 

Bruce Johnson, 

lp Regional Director, 

R Doc. 63-11423; Filed, Oct. 29, 1963; 

8:45 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

Maritime Administration 
AMERICAN EXPORT LINES, INC. 

Notice of Application for Amendment 
of Operating-Differential Subsidy 
Agreement 

Notice is hereby given that American 
Export Lines, Inc., has applied for 


amendment of its Operating-Differential 
Subsidy Agreement, Contract No. FMB- 
87 so as to permit it to make privilege 
calls on voyages on Trade Route No. 10 
with the passenger ships “SS Constitu¬ 
tion” and “SS Independence” at ports on 
the Atlantic Mediterranean approaches 
(Lisbon, Portugal to Casablanca, Mo¬ 
rocco, inclusive) and in the Western 
Mediterranean area (Italy and West), 
and with the passenger ship “SS At- 
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lantic” at ports on the Atlantic coast of 
Morocco. The applicant is also request¬ 
ing the privilege of calling at ports in 
the Madeira and Canary Islands, with all 
three ships with the understanding that 
no cargo will be carried between those 
island ports and United States ports. 
The “SS Constitution” and “SS Inde¬ 
pendence” may presently call at ports on 
the Atlantic Mediterranean approaches 
as described above and in the Western 
Mediterranean area during the months 
of August to April inclusive. The “SS 
Atlantic” may now call at ports in the 
Madeira and Canary Islands but only for 
traffic between those islands and foreign 
ports on the service. 

Any person, firm or corporation having 
any interest in such application and de¬ 
siring a hearing under section 605(c) of 
the Merchant Marine Act, 1936, as 
amended, 46 U.S.C. 1175 should by the 
close of business on November 15, 1963 
notify the Secretary, Maritime Subsidy 
Board in writing in triplicate, and file 
petition for leave to intervene in accord¬ 
ance with the rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure of the Maritime Subsidy Board. 

In the event a hearing is ordered to 
be held on the application under section 
605(c), the purpose thereof will be to 
receive evidence relevant to (1) whether 
the application is one with respect to a 
vessel to be operated on a service route 
or line served by citizens of the United 
States which would be in addition to the 
existing service, or services, and if so, 
whether the service already provided by 
vessels of United States registry in such 
service route or line is inadequate, and 
(2) whether in the accomplishment of 
the purposes and policy of the Act ad¬ 
ditional vessels should be operated 
thereon. 

If no request for hearing and petition 
for leave to intervene is received within 
the specified time, or if the Maritime 
Subsidy Board determines that petitions 
for leave to intervene filed within the 
specified time do not demonstrate suf¬ 
ficient interest to warrant a hearing, the 
Maritime Subsidy Board will take such 
action as may be deemed appropriate. 

Dated: October 28, 1963. 

By order of the Maritime Subsidy 
Board. 

James S. Dawson, Jr., 
Secretary. 

[P.R. Doc. 63-11542; Piled, Oct. 29, 1963; 

8:49 a.m.] 


AMERICAN EXPORT LINES, INC. 

Notice of Application for Operating- 
Differential Subsidy 

Notice is hereby given that American 
Export Lines, Inc. has applied for 
Operating-Differential Subsidy under 
Title VI, of the Merchant Marine Act, 
1936, as amended, in order to inaugurate 
subsidized freight service on Trade 
Route No. 12 (U.S. Atlantic/Far East) as 
hereinafter described: 

A minimum of 24 and a maximum of 30 
sailings annually on Trade Route No. 12 be¬ 


tween United States Atlantic and Par East 
ports as hereinafter described: 

Required . Between the United States 
Atlantic ports (Maine to Key West, Florida 
inclusive) via Panama Canal, and ports in 
the following described area: Philippine Is¬ 
lands, Japan,- Korea, Formosa and Hong 
Kong. 

Permissive. A port or ports in China (in¬ 
cluding Manchuria). 

Privilege. A port or ports in Viet Nam, 
Cambodia, Thailand, Okinawa and other 
Ryukyu Islands including Asian ports in the 
U.S.S.R. 

Any person, firm or corporation having 
any interest in such application and de¬ 
siring a hearing under section 605(c) of 
the Merchant Marine Act, 1936, as 
amended, 46 U.S.C. 1175, should by the 
close of business on November 15, 1963, 
notify the Secretary* Maritime Subsidy 
Board in writing in triplicate, and file 
petition for leave to intervene in accord¬ 
ance with the rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure of the Maritime Subsidy Board. 

In the event a hearing is ordered to be 
held on the application under section 
605(c), the purpose thereof will be to 
receive evidence relevant to (1) whether 
the application is one with respect to 
vessels to be operated on a service, route 
or line served by citizens of the United 
States which would be in addition to the 
existing service, or services, and, if so, 
whether the service already provided by 
vessels of United States registry in such 
service, route or line is inadequate, and 
(2) whether in the accomplishment of 
the purposes and policy of the Act addi¬ 
tional vessels should be operated thereon. 

If no request for hearing and petition 
for leave to intervene is received within 
the specified time, or if the Maritime 
Subsidy Board determines that petitions 
for leave to intervene filed within the 
specified time do not demonstrate suffi¬ 
cient interest to warrant a hearing, the 
Maritime Subsidy Board will take such 
action as may be deemed appropriate. 


Section No. 20—Port Isabel, Tlx. 

Brownsville, Tex. Harlingen, Tex. 

Corpus Christi, Tex. Kingsville, Tex. 
Galveston, Tex. 

Dated: October 24,1963. 

Raymond F. Farrell, 
Commissioner of 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-11431; Filed, Oct. 29, 1963; 
8:46 a.m.] 


Office of Alien Property 

CORNELIS B. BIEZENO 

Notice of Intention To Return Vested 
Property 

Pursuant to section 32(f) of the Trad¬ 
ing With the Enemy Act, as amended, 
notice is hereby given of intention to re¬ 
turn, on or after 30 days from the date 
of publication hereof, the following prop¬ 
erty, subject to any increase or decrease 
resulting from the administration there¬ 
of prior to return, and after adequate 
provision for taxes and conservatory ex¬ 
penses : 

Claimant, Claim No.; Property and Location 

Professor Cornells B. Biezeno, Maerten 
Trompstraat 21b, Delft, The Netherlands; 
Claim No. 4956, Vesting Order No. 500 A- 74 ; 
$119.14 in the Treasury of the United States. 

Executed at Washington, D.C., on 
October 25,1963. 

For the Attorney General. 

[seal] Anthony L. Mondello, 
Deputy Director, 
Office of Alien Property. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-11443; Filed, Oct. 29, 1963; 
8:47 a.m.] 


HERBERT FROHLICH 


Dated: October 28,1963. 

By order of the Maritime Subsidy 
Board. 

James S. Dawson, Jr., 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-11543; Filed, Oct. 29, 1963; 
8:49 a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

Immigration and Naturalization 
Service 

STATEMENT OF ORGANIZATION 
Port Isabel, Texas 

Effective upon publication in the Fed¬ 
eral Register, the following amendment 
to the Statement of Organization of the 
Immigration and Naturalization Service 
(19 F.R. 8071, December 8, 1954), as 
amended, is prescribed: 

Sector No. 20—Port Isabel, Tex., of 
paragraph (d) Border Patrol Sectors of 
section 1.51 Field Service is amended to 
read as follows: 


Notice of Intention To Return Vested 
Property 

Pursuant to section 32(f) of the Trad¬ 
ing With the Enemy Act, as amende , 
notice is hereby given of intention 
return, on or after 30 days from the a 
Df publication hereof, the follow 
property, subject to any increase or 
crease resulting from the admimstra 
thereof prior to return, and after 
quate provision for taxes and conse 
atory expenses: 

Claimant, Claim No., Property and Location 

Professor Herbert Frohlich, Departing 
of Theoretical Physics, University of w 
pool, Liverpool 3, England, ^ aim the 
Vesting Order No. 500A-63; $101.38 
Treasury of the United States. 

Executed at Washington, D.C., on Oc 
tober 24,1963. 

For the Attorney General. 


[seal] 

[F.R. Doc. 


Anthony L. Mondello, 

Deputy Director, 

Office of Alien Property^ 

63-11444; Filed, Oct. 29, l 9 
8:47 a.m.] 


( 








11573 


Wednesday, October 30, 1963 


FEDERAL REGISTER 


[Vesting Order No. 16790; Amdt.] 

[File No. D-28-12839] 

ESTATE OF ANNA MORITZ 

Vesting Order No. 16790, dated De¬ 
cember 27, 1950, is hereby amended by 
substituting the following for paragraph 
3 thereof: “That all right, title, interest 
and claim of any kind whatsoever of the 
persons identified in subparagraphs 1 
and 2 hereof, and of each of them in 
and to the estate of Anna Moritz, de¬ 
ceased, and of the Estate of Helene 
Hawranke, deceased, is property payable 
and deliverable to or claimed by the 
aforesaid nationals of a designated 
enemy country (Germany) 

All other provisions of said Vesting 
Order 16790 and all actions taken by or 
on behalf of the Attorney General of 
the United States in reliance thereon, 
pursuant thereto and under the author¬ 
ity thereof, are hereby ratified and 
confirmed. 

Executed at Washington, D.C., on Oc¬ 
tober 24,1963. 

For the Attorney General. 

[seal] Anthony L. Mondello, 

Deputy Director, 
Office of Alien Property. 

[PR. Doc. 63-11445; Filed, Oct. 29, 1963; 

8:47 a.m.] 


ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 

[Docket No. 50-99] 

BABCOCK AND WILCOX CO. 

Notice of Issuance of Facility 
License Amendment 

Please take notice that the Atomic 
Energy Commission has issued Amend¬ 
ment No. 8, set forth below, to Facility 
tjcense No. R-47. The license authorizes 
ihe Babcock and Wilcox Company (“the 
licensee”) to operate the Lynchburg Pool 
Reactor at its site near Lynchburg, Vir¬ 
ginia. The amendment authorizes the 
. ce ^ see to acquire and use in the reactor 
ad( *itional fuel elements for 
ostitution in place of elements previ- 
t s y authorized and to receive, possess, 
ti/ e * nc * 1156 * n conn ection with opera- 
won o f the reactor up to 7.3 kilograms of 
olio r 11 235 * ln acc ordance with the ap- 
AiJr for lic ense amendment dated 
‘August 21, 1963. 

The Commission has found that: 
cnrHo Opera tion of the reactor in ac- 
I win the license, as amended, 

hpnUK present undue hazard to the 
I not h ? afet y of the public and will 
i anri ln ?uiical to the common defense 
insecurity; 

J> The . ap Plication for amendment 
Atomic^ 11 * 1 the re( iuirements of the 
and th?n rgy Act of 1954 > as amended, 
forth in%^° m , mission,s regulations set 
(3) p Tme 10 ’ Chapter I, CFR; 
s uancenV?I Public n °tice of proposed is- 
since tho v ame hdment is not required 
involve J .^r^e amendment does not 
Cerent g f nificant hazard considerations 
ated. Irom those previously evalu- 

°f pi& een (15) da y s fl *om the date 
i tlon °t this notice in the Fed¬ 


eral Register, the applicant may file a 
request for a hearing, and any person 
whose interest may be affected by this 
proceeding may file a petition for leave 
to intervene. Requests for a hearing 
and petitions to intervene shall be filed 
in accordance with the provisions^of the 
Commission’s “Rules of Practice,” 10 
CFR Part 2. If a request for a hearing 
or a petition for leave to intervene is 
filed within the time prescribed in this 
notice, the Cohimission will issue a notice 
of hearing or an appropriate order. 

For further details with respect to this 
amendment, see a related hazards anal¬ 
ysis prepared by the Research and 
Power Reactor Safety Branch of the 
Division of Licensing and Regulation and 
a copy of the application dated August 
21, 1963, both of which are available for 
public inspection at the Commission’s 
Public Document Room, 1717 H Street 
NW., Washington, D.C. A copy of the 
hazards analysis may be obtained at the 
Commission’s Public Document Room, 
or upon request addressed to the Atomic 
Energy Commission, Washington 25, 
D.C., Attention: Director, Division of 
Licensing and Regulation. 

Dated at Bethesda, Md., this 22d day 
of October 1963. 

For the Atomic Energy Commission. 

Robert H. Bryan, 
Chief, Research and Power Re¬ 
actor Safety Branch, Division 
of Licensing and Regulation. 

[License No. R-47; Amendment No. 8] 

License No. R-47, as amended, which au¬ 
thorizes The Babcock and Wilcox Company 
(“the licensee”) to possess and operate a 
pool-type nuclear reactor, designated by the 
licensee as the Lynchburg Pool Reactor 
(“the reactor”), at the licensee’s site at 
Lynchburg, Virginia, is hereby further 
amended as follows: 

1. The Babcock and Wilcox Company is 
authorized to acquire and use in the reactor 
eighteen additional fuel elements in accord¬ 
ance with the application for license amend¬ 
ment dated August 21, 1963. 

2. Paragraph 3.B. of License No. R-47, as 
amended, is hereby amended to read as fol¬ 
lows: 

“3.B. Pursuant to the Act and Title 10, 
CFR, Chapter I, Part 70, ‘Special Nuclear 
Material,* to receive, possess, store and use 
in connection with operation of the reactor 
up to 7.3 kilograms of contained uranium 
235.” 

This amendment is effective as of the 
date of issuance. 

Date'of issuance: October 22, 1963. 

For the Atomic Energy Commission. 

Robert H. Bryan, 

Chief, Research and Power Reactor 
Safety Branch, Division of Licens¬ 
ing and Regulation. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-11402; Filed, Oct. 29, 1963; 

8:45 a.m.] 


[Docket No. 27-35] 

LONG ISLAND NUCLEAR SERVICE 
CORP. 

Notice of Amendment of Byproduct 
and Source Material License 

Please take notice that the Atomic 
Energy Commission has issued Amend¬ 
ment No. 2 to License No. 31-8360-1 


which authorizes the licensee to receive, 
possess and transport packages contain¬ 
ing waste byproduct and source mate¬ 
rial in any form in any state of the 
United States except in “Agreement 
States” as defined in § 150.3(b), 10 CFR 
Part 150 and extends the license for a 
two-year period. 

The application for license amendment 
requested authority to receive and trans¬ 
port radioactive wastes in any form. 
The license previously required that all 
radioactive w r astes be in solid form. The 
license amendment does not involve 
significant hazard considerations differ¬ 
ent from those previously evaluated be¬ 
cause all transportation of radioactive 
wastes must be in accordance with In¬ 
terstate Commerce Commission regula¬ 
tions or a license condition which con¬ 
tains essentially the same requirements 
as the Interstate Commerce Commis¬ 
sion regulations. On October 15, 1962, 
the State of New York assumed regu¬ 
latory authority over activities conduct¬ 
ed by the licensee in the State of New 
York. The storage and disposal of ra¬ 
dioactive wastes is accomplished under 
New York regulatory authority. 

The Commission has determined pur¬ 
suant to the provisions of 10 CFR, Parts 
2, 30 and 40 that the issuance of the 
amendment is consistent with applicable 
provisions of law, regulations, and orders 
issued by the Commission. 

Within fifteen (15) days from the date 
of publication of this notice in the Fed¬ 
eral Register, the applicant may file a 
request for a hearing, and any person 
whose interest may be affected by this 
proceeding may file a petition for leave to 
intervene. Requests for a hearing and 
petitions to intervene shall be filed in ac¬ 
cordance with the provisions of the Com¬ 
mission’s regulations (10 CFR Part 2). 
If a request for a hearing or a petition 
for leave to intervene is filed within the 
time prescribed in this notice, the Com¬ 
mission will issue a notice of hearing or 
an appropriate order. 

The text of the amendment is attached 
to this notice, except for “Appendix A” 
which is available for public inspection 
in the Commission’s Public Document 
Room. 

Dated at Bethesda, Md., October 21, 
1963. 

For the Atomic Energy Commission. 

R. Lowenstein, 

Director, Licensing and Regulation. 

Byproduct and Source Material License, 

Long Island Nuclear Service Corporation, 

Docket No. 27-35 

LICENSE NO. 31-8360-1 

Amendment No. 2 

In accordance with application dated May 
31, 1963, and amendment thereto dated July 
29, 1963, License No. 31-8360-1 is hereby 
amended in its entirety to read as follows: 

Pursuant to the Atomic Energy Act of 
1954, as amended, and Title 10, Code of 
Federal Regulations, Chapter 1, Parts 30 and 
40, and subject to the statements and repre¬ 
sentations contained in the application, a 
license is hereby issued to Long Island Nu¬ 
clear Service Corporation, Station Road, 
Bellport, New York, to receive and possess 
packages containing waste byproduct and 
source material at customers’ facilities in 
any state of the United States except in 
“Agreement States” as defined in § 150.3(b) 
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10 CFR Part 150, and to transport the pack¬ 
ages to Its storage facility in the State of New 
York. 

This license shall be deemed to contain 
the conditions specified in section 183 of the 
Atomic Energy Act of 1954, as amended, and 
is subject to the provisions of 10 CFR Part 
20, “Standards for Protection Against Radia¬ 
tion”, all other applicable rules, regulations, 
orders of the Atomic Energy Commission now 
or hereafter in effect, and to the following 
conditions: 

1. Byproduct and source material shall 
be received and transported by, or in the 
physical presence of, John D. LaGrua, Jr. 

2. The licensee shall only receive byprod¬ 
uct and source material which has been 
previously packaged in containers in com¬ 
pliance with applicable Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission regulations or with Con¬ 
dition 3 of this license. The containers shall 
not be opened by the licensee. 

3. The transportation of AEC-licensed ma¬ 
terial shall be subject to the applicable regu¬ 
lations of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
sion, United States Coast Guard, and other 
agencies of the United States having appro¬ 
priate jurisdiction, and where such regula¬ 
tions are not applicable shall be in accordance 
with the following requirements except as 
specifically provided by the Atomic Energy 
Commission: 

A. Outside shipping containers. (1) The 
containers shall meet any one of the follow¬ 
ing specifications described in Appendix A 
attached hereto: 

a. 15A, 15B, 12B, 6A, 6B, 6C, 17C, 17H, 19A, 
or 19B for the containment of radioactivity 
in amounts not in excess of 2.7 curies; ex¬ 
cept polonium, 2 curies; or 

b. Specification 55 for containment of 
solid cobalt 60, cesium 137, iridium 192, or 
gold 198 in amounts not in excess of 300 
curies. 

(2) There shall be no radioactive con¬ 
tamination on any exterior surface of the 
container in excess of 500 d/m/100 sq. cm. 
alpha and 0.1 mrep/hr beta-gamma radia¬ 
tion. 

(3) The smallest dimension of the con¬ 
tainer shall not be less than 4 inches. 

(4) The radiation level at any accessible 
surface of the container shall not exceed 
200 mrem/hr. 

(5) At one meter from any point on the 
radioactive source the radiation level shall 
not exceed 10 mrem/hr. 

(6) Containers which contain radioactive 
material emitting only alpha and/or beta 
radiation shall contain sufficient shielding 
to prevent the escape of primary corpus¬ 
cular radiation to the exterior surface and 
to reduce the secondary radiation at the 
surface of the container so that it does not 
exceed 10 mrem/24 hours at any time during 
transportation. 

B. Inside containers. (1) Solid and gas¬ 
eous radioactive materials shall be packed 
in suitable inside containers designed to pre¬ 
vent rupture and leakage under conditions 
incident to transportation. 

(2) Liquid radioactive materials must be 
packed in sealed glass, earthenware, or other 
suitable containers. The container must be 
surrounded on all sides by an absorbent ma¬ 
terial sufficient to absorb the entire liquid 
contents and be of such nature that its 
efficiency will not be impaired by chemical 
reactions with the contents. Where shield¬ 
ing is required the absorbent material must 
be placed within the shield. If the inside 
container meets the Specification 2R in Ap¬ 
pendix A the absorbent material is not re¬ 
quired. 

(3) Materials containing radioisotopes of 
plutonium, americium, polonium or curium 
or the isotope strontium 90, in quantities 
in excess of 100 microcuries, must be packed 
in containers which meet Specification 2R 
in Appendix A. 


C. Shielding. Inside containers must be 
completely surrounded with sufficient shield¬ 
ing to meet the requirements of subpara¬ 
graphs A(4), A(5), and A(6) of this condi¬ 
tion. The shield must be so designed that 
it will not open or break under normal con¬ 
ditions incident to transportation. 

D. Labeling. Each outside container label 
required under Section 20.203(f) of 10 CFR 
Part 20 shall bear the following information: 

(1) Total activity in millicuries, or in the 
case of source and special nuclear material, 
the total weight; 

(2) principal radioisotope; 

(3) radiation level at the surface of the 
container and at one meter from the source; 
and 

(4) the name and address of the licensee. 

E. Each vehicle in which licensed material 
is transported shall be marked or placarded 
on each side and the rear with lettering at 
least 3 inches high as follows: “Dangerous— 
Radioactive Material”. 

F. Accidents. In the event of an accident 
involving any vehicle transporting licensed 
material, immediate steps shall be taken to 
prevent radiation exposure of persons and to 
control contamination. 

G. Exemptions. Specific approval must be 
obtained from the Atomic Energy Commis¬ 
sion for modification of, or exemption from, 
the requirements of the license condition. 
Requests for such approval should be di¬ 
rected to the Chief, Isotopes Branch, Division 
of Licensing and Regulation, Atomic Energy 
Commission, and should contain sufficient 
information to support such a request. 

4. The licensee shall not store byproduct 
and source material in any of the states in 
which the licensee is authorized to receive 
and possess such material under the terms of 
this license. 

5. Except as specifically provided otherwise 
by this license, the licensee shall receive, pos¬ 
sess, and transport byproduct and source 
material only as described in the statements, 
representations, and procedures contained in 
the application dated August 21, 1961, and 
amendment thereto dated October 4, 1961, 
and the application dated May 31, 1963, and 
amendment thereto dated July 29, 1963. 

This license amendment shall be effective 
on the date issued and shall expire two years 
from the last day of the month in which 
this license amendment is issued. 

For the Atomic Energy Commission. 

Date of issuance: October 21, 1963. 

R. Lo wen stein, 

Director, Licensing and Regulation . 

[F.R. Doc. 63-11403; Filed, Oct. 29, 1963; 

8:45 a.m.] 

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 

[Docket 14829; Order No. E-20127] 

AIR TRAFFIC CONFERENCE 
OF AMERICA 

Order of Tentative Approval 

Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics Board 
at its office in Washington D.C., on the 
25th day of October, 1963. 

A resolution of the members of the 
Air Traffic Conference of America re¬ 
lating to the establishment of a corpora¬ 
tion to be known as Airline Tariff Pub¬ 
lishers, Inc., Agreement CAB 17316. 

On September 6, 1963 the members of 
the ATC Traffic Conference of America 
(ATC) filed with the Board pursuant to 
section 412 of the Federal Aviation Act 
of 1958, as amended (the Act), a resolu¬ 
tion, designated as Agreement CAB 
17316, relating to the establishment of 


Airline Tariff Publishers, Inc. (ATP). 
Attached to the resolution are Articles of 
Incorporation of ATP, the initial bylaws 
of ATP and the Tariff Publishing Agree¬ 
ment, all of which are an integral part 
of Agreement CAB 17316. The resolu¬ 
tion, which is subject to prior Board ap¬ 
proval, has been adopted to satisfy a 
condition in Order E-19260, adopted by 
the Board on January 31, 1963, 1 which 
provides that the Air Transport Associa¬ 
tion (ATA) shall submit a plan for the 
amendment of the consolidated tariff 
publishing resolutions of ATC 2 to pro¬ 
vide for the independent functioning of 
the Tariff Publishing Agent and the ATC 
Tariff committees or divisions. 1 2 3 * * 

Pursuant to the resolution, the mem¬ 
bers of ATC have agreed upon the arti¬ 
cles of incorporation of ATP, initial by¬ 
laws, and the terms of a Tariff Publishing 
Agreement to be effective between ATP 
and each airline eligible to participate 
in the various tariffs and among all such 
participants. The corporation contem¬ 
plates the commencement of operations 
on January 1, 1964. The resolution also 
constitutes the initial board of directors * 
as a special committee to work out, during 
the period prior to activation of the cor¬ 
poration, appropriate measures to assure 
orderly transition to the new publishing 
corporation; and provides for the repeal 
of resolutions relating to the tariff pub¬ 
lishing functions presently discharged by 
the ATC Tariff Division, upon the trans¬ 
fer of such activities to ATP. 6 * * * * 

ATP is to be incorporated under the 
District of Columbia Non-profit Corpora¬ 
tion Act. The purposes for which the 
corporation is organized are, inter alia, 
to provide services and facilities in con- 


1 Air Transport Association Inspection and 
Review, Docket 10281. 

2 Agreements CAB 187, 11114 and 13147 , as 

amended. . 

2 To this end, the Board stated that 
proposal shall provide that the Direct# 
other officers of the Tariff Division of Aiv 
and the Tariff Publishing Agent shall no* 
be an official or regular employee of A * 
but shall be selected, and supervised DJ « 
members of ATC under approved pr 00 * 11 ^ 
therefor. The Tariff Publishing Agent sn» 
perform his function independently oi 
ATA or ATC, except with respect to ^ 
‘housekeeping* functions. The propos 
be submitted shall provide assurance 
neither ATA nor any of its Conferences, 
mittees, officers or employees shall inuu 
or attempt to influence directly or ind 
in any manner whatsoever, any air 
with respect to its rates, fares, c 
classifications, rules, regulations, P r onS 
or services for the transportation of P . 
or cargo by said carrier, which are P u Air 
by the designated Tariff division of ^ 
Traffic Conference unless otherwise F’ 
cally authorized by the CAB, and ^ 
the Tariff Agent and his employees . 
act with respect to tariff matters o y ^ 
instructions received from the ai . t>y 
unless otherwise specifically autn re9 . 
the CAB. Provision shall be made i t 
sonable access to the services of Ta 
by nonmembers.” . co 

* Selected by the ATC Nominating 
mittee. f me d & 

6 So that the Board may be ^, Leratio 0 

to when these resolutions are, y pea ied. 

of this agreement, automatically ■ 

we have provided for formal no ct ion t 

the Board when the transfer o 

takes place. 
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nection with the compilation, prepara¬ 
tion, publication, filing and distribution, 
for and on behalf of its members and 
others, of tariffs, prorate and division 
manuals, and other similar or related 
publications; and to provide other serv¬ 
ices and facilities relating or incidental 
thereto. Any United States or Canadian 
citizen who holds a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity or a commer¬ 
cial air service license, issued by an 
agency of such government, authorizing 
the transportation by aircraft of persons 
and/or property on regular schedules be¬ 
tween fixed termini within the area con¬ 
sisting of the Continental United States, 
Alaska, Hawaii, and Canada is eligible to 
become a member of ATP and shall have 
the right to vote as provided by the by¬ 
laws. The corporation is to have seven 
directors: Two shall be representatives of 
members of ATP which are classified by 
the Board as local service, intra-Alaskan, 
intra-Hawaiian or helicopter carriers; 
one shall be a representative of a mem¬ 
ber classified by the Board as an all-cargo 
carrier; and four shall be representatives 
of the remaining members of the cor¬ 
poration; unless all members of any such 
class waive such requirement. 

The by-laws set forth the publishing 
functions which ATP will perform for its 
members. Briefly, they provide, inter 
alia, that any person who is eligible un¬ 
der the Articles of Incorporation to be¬ 
come a member of the corporation may 
do so by the submission of (1) a written 
application undertaking to be bound by 
the articles and by-laws, ( 2 ) satisfactory 
evidence of its eligibility to become a 
member of the corporation, and (3) a 
duly executed counterpart of the Tariff 
Publishing Agreement, and by paying its 
contribution to the capital of the corpo¬ 
ration. 6 The by-laws further provide 
mat one-third of the members, in person 
or by proxy, shall constitute a quorum for 
me transaction of any business not re- 
Quiring the concurrence of a greater pro¬ 
portion of the members; that each mem- 
er present, in person or by proxy, shall 
e en wtled to one vote on each matter 


The amount of initial contribution to the 
a , of ATP for any member who was a 
timJ i °l tbe ATC tariff publication resolu¬ 
te ^ to be its share of the furniture, fix- 
Tariff e 5 uipmeilt ^d other assets of the ATC 
C0T^ D i Vision; f °r a11 other members the 
riera ft r Ut S n is be ShOOO. Of the 45 car- 
no® ® llglble for membership in ATP, 36 are 
are “ ler ? lbers of ATC. All members of ATC 
bv.isnf , to the ins tant agreement. The 
ute tnL a provi de for members to contrib¬ 
ute tn W fvf kmg ? a P ita h as follows: “In addi¬ 
ction i! capita l contributed pursuant to 
have !? tbis Article, the corporation shall 
capital in the amount of sev- 
Wrnnt tbousan d dollars, or such other 
by thp may be fixed fr om time to time 
shall inir 0£ n d of directors. Such amount 
bers oWi.-vT 1 ?’ be messed against the mem- 
in proS- ln sec tion 1(a) of this Article, 
the total n° n their respective shares of 
vision nf ° peratin g expenses of the Tariff Di- 
ica during Air Traffic Conference of Amer- 
ber’s ' 6 calen dar year 1962, each mem- 

m uitipi e be adjusted to the nearest 

than fiftv , fty dollars, but to be not less 
bshing ? d°Hars; * * * “The Tariff Pub- 
bshes the h ement » discussed below, estab- 
10 A TP for c Ses . for Payment by participants 
it. ervices and facilities provided by 


submitted to a vote at any meeting of 
the members, and, in the election of 
directors, shall be entitled to one vote for 
each director to be elected; that any 
matter which might properly be sub¬ 
mitted to the members at a duly consti¬ 
tuted meeting may, at the direction of 
the president or the board of directors, 
be submitted to the members for mail 
vote; and for the voluntary termination 
of membership and involuntary termina¬ 
tion for nonpayment of obligations. The 
by-laws also contain specific provisions 
relating to powers and duties of the board 
of directors and officers, 7 maintenance of 
books and records, indemnification of 
directors and officers, and amendment or 
repeal. 

The Tariff Publishing Agreement, in 
general, sets forth the responsibilities of 
the corporation for the provision of 
services and facilities relating to the 
compilation, preparation, publication, 
and distribution of tariffs and related 
documents and the filing thereof with 
government regulatory bodies designated 
by the respective participants, and for 
the implementation of instructions from 
the participants relating to such matters 
as general and special revisions of local 
and/or joint tariffs. The agreement 
specifies that ATP will not act as agent 
for, or make its services and facilities 
available to, any carrier which is eligible 
to become a member, unless such carrier 
first becomes a member of ATP. It fur¬ 
ther states: “Any carrier which is not eli¬ 
gible to become a member of the Corpo¬ 
ration may participate in the Restricted 
Articles Tariffs or the Air-motor Tariffs 
by depositing with the Corporation a duly 
executed counterpart of this Agreement, 
furnishing an appropriate authorization 
for the Corporation to act as its agent for 
such purpose, and providing assurance, 
satisfactory to the Corporation, of its fi¬ 
nancial responsibility.” In addition, the 
agreement specifies that the participants 
will use their best efforts to establish and 
maintain rules, regulations, practices 
and services “which are as nearly uni¬ 
form as the best interests of each Par¬ 
ticipant will permit;” 8 and, to the extent 
feasible, to discuss with one another con¬ 
templated changes in rules, regulations, 
practices and services applicable to the 
air transportation of persons and/or 
property, and such other tariff matters 
as the Board may specifically approve. 
Also, participants in any joint haul, 
“shall discuss with one another the rates, 
fares and charges applicable to such 
transportation to the extent necessary to 
enable them to agree on a joint or single¬ 
sum rate, fare, or charge, and the division 
thereof.” The agreement elsewhere pro¬ 
vides that a participant “may elect” to 
provide advance notice to other partici¬ 
pants of intention to file new and/or re¬ 
vised tariffs, and sets forth mail vote 
procedures pertaining to any proposal for 


7 None of the officers shall be, at the same 
time, an officer or employee of any member 
of the corporation. 

8 The agreement also states: “* * * but 

each Participant shall have the right to deter¬ 

mine ultimately, in its own discretion, the 
rules, regulations, practices and services ap¬ 
plicable to air transportation provided by 


the publication, revision or cancellation 
of tariff or other matters published by the 
corporation. 

Upon consideration of the foregoing, 
the Board has concluded that the agree¬ 
ment, in general, satisfies the condition 
in Order E-19260 pertaining to the es¬ 
tablishment of a tariff publishing agent 
independent of the ATC tariff commit¬ 
tees and divisions. 9 Certain matters, 
however, require special comment. 

As noted above, persons who are not 
eligible to become members of ATP may, 
under certain conditions, participate in 
the Restricted Articles Tariffs or the 
Air-motor Tariffs. The Board is not 
aware of whether nonmembers may 
wish to participate in tariffs other than 
the two mentioned and hence is not re¬ 
quiring that the services of ATP be made 
available to such persons on a broader 
basis. However, bearing in mind the 
significance of ATP as a service organi¬ 
zation, the Board would be willing to 
consider the matter further should an 
interest develop for greater participa¬ 
tion by nonmembers. 

Another matter involves the provisions 
of the Tariff Publishing Agreement re¬ 
lating to discussions, meetings and mail 
votes on the establishment of uniform 
rules, regulations, practices or services. 
The Board earlier approved ATC agree¬ 
ments containing provisions which per¬ 
mit members to discuss such matters 
among themselves, 10 and, as indicated, 
the Tariff Publishing Agreement includes 
similar provisions. 

In this connection, the carriers have 
achieved a marked uniformity in their 
rates, fares, and charges through com¬ 
petitive forces without the privilege of 
discussion. Furthermore, the privilege 
of discussion may have a coercive effect 
upon the carrier participants and may 
lessen competition in air transportation. 
In addition, while the Board’s approval 
did not extend to discussion of rates, 
fares and charges, certain rules have a 
direct effect thereon; e.g., free baggage 
allowances, declared values and acces¬ 
sorial services. Also, discussion of con¬ 
ditions of carriage may lead to onerous 
and overly restrictive rules abridging 
common carrier liability. 

In view of these considerations the 
Board has tentatively decided to limit 
its approval of Article 5.(b) of the Tariff 
Publishing Agreement to a period of one 
year and to require that, thereafter, the 
carriers shall obtain specific Board ap¬ 
proval prior to the discussion of any 
rules, regulations, practices or services 
in air transportation. The Board recog¬ 
nizes however that there may be cer¬ 
tain matters which properly could be 
excluded from the prohibition against 
discussions. Therefore the Board antic¬ 
ipates that any such matters will be 
identified by the carriers and proposes 
to give consideration prior to the expira¬ 
tion of the one-year period to any such 
modification of the condition as the 


°See footnote 3, supra. 

10 Air Freight Tariff Agreement Case, 14 
CAB 424 (1951), and Order E-5753, adopted 
October 3, 1951. The provisions for such 
discussion are presently contained in Agree¬ 
ments CAB 187 and CAB 11114 applicable to 
passenger and air freight services, respec¬ 
tively. 
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carriers may in the future submit and 
adequately support. 

With respect to the articles of incorpo¬ 
ration and by-laws, the Board notes that 
there is no provision which would pre¬ 
clude officers or employees of ATA or any 
of its instrumentalities from becoming 
directors and/or officers of ATP. The 
Board further notes that the minutes of 
the special meeting of ATC held to con¬ 
sider adoption of the instant resolution 
indicate that the proposed contract did 
not contemplate a situation in which an 
officer or employee of ATA would be a 
director of ATP since such a person 
would not in any event be an officer of 
an air carrier member of the corporation 
and that a specific provision in this re¬ 
spect would be superfluous. Such com¬ 
ment, we note, does not go to the specific 
question of officers of any of ATA’s in¬ 
strumentalities serving as directors of 
ATP. Accordingly, consistent with the 
spirit and intent of Order E-19260, the 
Board does not believe that the imposi¬ 
tion of a limiting condition in this respect 
would be superfluous and has concluded 
tentatively that such a condition would 
tend to foster the independence of the 
proposed corporation from ATA and its 
instrumentalities. 

Consistent with its policy and objec¬ 
tives, the Board also proposes the im¬ 
position of a condition pertaining to so- 
called attorney-client privilege and a 
related provision dealing with the 
Board’s power to inspect records. In 
this connection, the Board’s experience 
has been that claims of an alleged at¬ 
torney-client privilege or dispute of the 
Board’s inspection power may unduly 
restrict the Board’s access to documents 
in the possession of the organization. 
The Board does not believe it should ap¬ 
prove the establishment of a corporation 
which conceivably could act in restraint 
of trade where, as here, it would enjoy a 
measure of immunity from the antitrust 
laws by virtue of the Board’s action, un¬ 
less provision is also made for complete 
surveillance. In brief, it is the Board’s 
intention to require that ATP shall so 
conduct its affairs as to preclude any 
claim of confidentiality, based on at¬ 
torney-client privilege, which would 
inhibit the Board’s inspection of the 
records of the corporation. 

On the basis of the foregoing con¬ 
siderations the Board tentatively finds 
pursuant to section 412 of the Act that 
the agreement is not adverse to the pub¬ 
lic interest or in violation of the Act if 
made subject to the conditions discussed 
herein. 

It appears to the Board that the pro¬ 
posed arrangement is also subject to 
section 408 of the Act. Specifically, the 
Board has concluded that, because of the 
nature of its contemplated activities, 
ATP is a person engaged in a phase of 
aeronautics, and that the establishment 
of ATP by the carriers constitutes their 
joint acquisition of control of such per¬ 
son, within the meaning of such section. 
However, the Board further concludes 
tentatively that such relationships do not 
affect the control of an air carrier di¬ 
rectly engaged in the operation of air¬ 
craft in air transportation, do not result 
in creating a monopoly and do not tend 


to restrain competition. Furthermore, 
the Board notes that no person disclosing 
a substantial interest in the matter is 
currently requesting a hearing, and we 
find that the public interest does not 
require a hearing. Thus, approval of 
the relationships under section 408(b) 
would not appear to be inconsistent with 
the public interest. 

The Board also notes that if additional 
carriers become members of ATP (or if 
some of its present members withdraw) 
new or different control relationships 
within the scope of section 408 may be 
created. The Board does not believe, 
however, that any new issues of sub¬ 
stance would arise from these relation¬ 
ships since the participating group of 
carriers is well-defined. To obviate the 
need for reviewing such relationships, 
the Board proposes to approve under 
section 408(b) the participation of more 
or fewer air carriers in the membership 
of ATP. 

The Board also concludes that if offi¬ 
cers and/or directors of air carriers 
serve as directors of ATP, interlocking 
relationships within the ambit of section 
409 of the Act will thereby exist. How¬ 
ever, in the light of the foregoing it does 
not appear to the Board that such rela¬ 
tionships would pose conflicts of interest. 
It is evident that requiring the air car¬ 
riers and individuals proposing to enter 
into interlocking relationships of this 
nature to file application under Part 251 
and to obtain prior approval of the 
Board thereof would constitute an undue 
burden upon them, serve no useful 
regulatory purpose and impose upon the 
Board an unnecessary workload in 
scrutinizing a multiplicity of such inter¬ 
locking relationships. Therefore, the 
Board proposes to grant the air carrier 
parties to the agreement an exemption 
from section 409(a) and Part 251 pur¬ 
suant to section 416(b) of the Act. In¬ 
asmuch as the Board’s exemption au¬ 
thority does not extend to individuals, 
the Board proposes to grant advance 
approval of the interlocking relation¬ 
ships insofar as the individual partici¬ 
pants are concerned by an exercise of 
the Board’s powers under section 409(a). 

In view of the foregoing, the Board 
intends to approve the control relation¬ 
ships discussed herein under section 
408(b) without a hearing. In accord¬ 
ance therewith, this order constituting 
notice of such intention will be published 
in the Federal Register. The Board 
also proposes to approve the arrange¬ 
ment under section 412 and act under 
section 409 as indicated above. All such 
actions would be made subject to the 
following conditions: 

1. That, after a period of one year 
from the date hereof, uniform rules, 
regulations, practices and services in air 
transportation shall not be discussed by 
the participants without prior Board ap¬ 
proval; except to the extent that this 
condition may be modified by the Board 
prior to the expiration of the one year 
period; 

2. That no director of ATP shall at 
the same time be an officer or employee 
of ATA or any of its instrumentalities; 

3. That ATP shall so conduct its af¬ 
fairs as to preclude the corporation, its 
officers or employees from engaging in 


the practice of law in such a manner as 
to create a claim of confidentiality based 
upon an alleged attorney-client relation¬ 
ship for documents or persons in its pos¬ 
session or control; shall undertake not 
to maintain in its possession or control 
documents prepared by members of the 
bar under cover of an alleged attorney- 
client privilege; and accordingly shall 
undertake not to assert any such claim 
in an inspection by the Board of records 
and affairs of the corporation; u 

4. That the approval granted herein 
shall not be construed as approval of any 
agreement entered into pursuant to any 
of the procedures established by Agree¬ 
ment CAB 17316; 

5. That the air carrier members of 
ATC shall file with the Board notice of 
the transfer to ATP of the tariff pub¬ 
lishing functions presently discharged by 
the ATC Tariff Division, within 15 days 
of the transfer of such functions; and 

6 . That the air carrier members of 
ATP agree that the Board and its au¬ 
thorized agents shall have access and 
authority to inspect all accounts, rec¬ 
ords and memoranda, including all docu¬ 
ments, papers and correspondence of 
ATP. 11 

Accordingly , it is ordered: 

1. That final action on Agreement 
CAB 17316 be and it hereby is deferred 
for a period of fifteen days to permit the 
filing of comments or requests for a 
hearing by interested persons relative 
to the Board’s decision herein; 18 

2. That a copy of this order shall be 
served upon all parties to Agreement 
CAB 17316; and 

3. That the Attorney General shall be 
furnished a copy of this order within one 
day of its publication. 

This Order shall be published in the 
Federal Register. 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board. 1 * 

[seal] Harold R. Sanderson, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-11469; Filed, Oct. 29, 1963; 

8:48 a.m.] 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
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[Docket No. 15197] 

JOHN FAVALORA 


Order To Show Cause 

In the matter of John Favalora, Sea 
side, California, order to show cau f. e ' e 
there should not be revoked the he 
for Radio Station WB-2374 in the bw 
Radio Service. 


» The comparable provisions impos 
tie Board in Order E-19260, Jan. 3 * * 
re the subject of a petition for r ® co ?f lon m 
ion. Should the Board in its dec 
bat proceeding take any action whic con . 
e less restrictive, we would, of co ^ 
ider making such modifications to tn 
rovisions as would be appropriate. . c0 n- 

12 Such comments shall in all respe 

orm to the requirements of Jne nt5 . 
tales of Practice for the filing of ® ron cur- 

13 Gurney and Gillilland, member., 


nrr onH rfiocflrvHnor 
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The Commission, by the Chief, Safety 
and Special Radio Services Bureau, 
under delegated authority, having under 
consideration the matter of cerain al¬ 
leged violations of the Commission’s 
rules in connection with the operation of 
the above-captioned station; 

It appearing that, pursuant to § 1.76 
of the Commission’s rules, written notice 
of violation of the Commission’s rules 
was served upon the above-named li¬ 
censee at his address of record as follows: 
Official Notice of Violation dated July 5, 
1963, alleging violation of § 8.366(f) of 
the Commission’s rules. 

It further appearing that said licensee 
did not reply to such communication or 
to a follow-up letter dated July 25, 1963, 
also mailed to the licensee at his address 
of record ; and 

It further appearing that, in view of 
the foregoing, the licensee has repeat¬ 
edly violated § 1.76 of the Commission’s 
rules; 

It is ordered. This 22d day of October 
1963, pursuant to section 312 (a) (4) 
and (c) of the Communications Act of 
1934, as amended, and § 0.291(b) (8) of 
Part 0 of the Commission’s rules, that 
the said licensee show cause why the li¬ 
cense for the above-captioned radio sta¬ 
tion should not be revoked, and appear 
and give evidence in respect thereto at 
a hearing to be held at a time and place 
to be specified by subsequent order; and 

It is further ordered. That the Secre¬ 
tary send a copy of this Order by Certi¬ 
fied Mail—Return Receipt Requested to 
the said licensee at his last known ad¬ 
dress of 1897 Juarez Street, Seaside, 
California. 

Released; October 23,1963. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary. 

IF.R, Doc. 63-11452; Filed, Oct. 29, 1963; 
8:47 a.m.] 


[Docket No. 15180; FCC 63M-1174] 

OTTAWA BROADCASTING CORP. 

(WJBL) 

Order Continuing Hearing 

a PPHcation of Ottawa Broadcast¬ 
's Corporation (WJBL), Holland, Mich¬ 
igan, for construction permit, Docket 
No. 15180; File No. BP-15189. 

Pursuit to an Order of the Chief 
f J* ln S Examiner, a prehearing con- 
was held on October 23, 1963. 

ocedures were discussed and a sched- 
ior the hearing was agreed upon. 
caV e applica nt will submit its direct 
datL entirely 111 writing. Significant 
2 far to are 85 follows: December 

celsp m f ^formal exchange of written 
aterial relating to the question of 
ber iTl nce to station WFBM; Decem- 
aDniiPQ the fon nal exchange of the 
27 for entir e direct case; December 
&nv ar* + \ notificati(m of witnesses, if 
as the rtf pr °duced; January 7, 1964, 
thehpa- fo r the commencement of 
lished at Other ground rules estab- 
the trot tile conference are set forth in 
transcript and are hereby incor- 


N <>. 212-7 


porated by reference with the same force 
and effect as if here set forth at length. 

It is ordered, This 23d day of October 
1963, that the hearing now scheduled to 
get under way on November 18, 1963, is 
hereby rescheduled for January 7, 1964, 
at 10:00 a.m. 

Released: October 25, 1963. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-11453; Filed, Oct. 29, 1963; 
8:48 a.m.] 


[Docket No. 15198] 

JAMES J. OWENS 
Order To Show Cause 

In the matter of James J. Owens, 
Amarillo, Texas, order to show cause 
why there should not be revoked the li¬ 
cense for Radio Station 10Q2041 in the 
Citizens Radio Service. 

The Commission, by the Chief, Safety 
and Special Radio Services Bureau, un¬ 
der delegated authority, having under 
consideration the matter of certain al¬ 
leged violations of the Commission’s 
rules in connection with the operation 
of the above-captioned station; 

It appearing that, pursuant to section 
308(b) of the Communications Act of 
1934, as amended, the above-named 
licensee was requested to furnish infor¬ 
mation concerning the subject radio 
station in communications dated July 9, 
and October 7, 1963, and sent to the li¬ 
censee’s address of record, but no re¬ 
sponse thereto has been received; and 

It further appearing that, in view of 
the foregoing, the licensee has repeatedly 
violated section 308(b) of the Communi¬ 
cations Act of 1934, as amended, and 
§ 1.76 of the Commission’s rules; 

It is ordered, This 23d day of October 
1963, pursuant to section 312 (a) (4) 
and (c) of the Communications Act of 
1934, as amended, and § 0.291(b) (8) of 
Part 0 of the Commission’s rules, that 
said licensee show cause why the license 
for the above-captioned Radio Station 
should not be revoked, and appear and 
give evidence in respect thereto at a 
hearing to be held at a time and place 
to be specified by subsequent order; and 

It is further ordered. That the Secre¬ 
tary send a copy of this Order by Certi¬ 
fied Mail—Return Receipt Requested to 
the said licensee at the address of record 
at 516 Monroe Street, Amarillo, Texas. 

Released: October 23, 1963. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-11454; Filed, Oct. 29, 1963; 

8:48 a.m.] 


[Docket No. 15199] 

RICHARD L. PREFITT 

Order To Show Cause 

In the matter of Richard L. Prefitt, 
Pinellas Park, Florida, order to show 
cause why there should not be revoked 


the license for Radio Station KDI-1836 
in the Citizens Radio Service. 

The Commission, by the Chief, Safety 
and Special Radio Services Bureau, 
under delegated authority, having under 
consideration the matter of certain al¬ 
leged violations of the Commission’s 
rules in connection with the operation of 
the above-captioned station; 

It appearing that, pursuant to § 1.76 
of the Commission’s rules, written notice 
of violation of the Commission’s rules 
was served upon the above-named 
licensee at his address of record as fol¬ 
lows: Official Notice of Violation dated 
August 5, 1963, alleging violation of 
§ 19.61(f) of the Commission’s rules. 

It further appearing that said licensee 
did not reply to such communication or 
to a follow-up letter dated August 12, 
1963, also mailed to the licensee at his 
address of record; and 
It further appearing that, in view of 
the foregoing, the licensee has re¬ 
peatedly violated § 1.76 of the Commis¬ 
sion’s rules; 

It is ordered, This 24th day of October 
1963, pursuant to section 312 (a) (4) and 
(c) of the Communications Act of 1934, 
as amended, and § 0.291(b) (8) of Part 0 
of the Commission’s rules, that the said 
licensee show cause why the license for 
the above-captioned radio station should 
not be revoked, and appear and give 
evidence in respect thereto at a hearing 
to be held at a time and place to be 
specified by subsequent order; and 
It is further ordered, That the Secre¬ 
tary send a copy of this Order by Certi¬ 
fied Mail—Return Receipt Requested to 
the said licensee at his last known ad¬ 
dress of 6215 65th Street, North, Pinellas 
Park, Florida. 

Released: October 24, 1963. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary. 

[FR. Doc. 63-11455; Filed, Oct. 29, 1963; 

8:48 a.m.] 


[Docket No. 15135; FCC 63M-1167] 

RAUL SANTIAGO ROMAN 
Order Continuing Hearing 

In re application of Raul Santiago 
Roman, Vega Baja, Puerto Rico, for con¬ 
struction permit, File No. BP-15145. 

The Hearing Examiner having under 
consideration a motion by the applicant 
in the above-captioned matter, filed 
October 22, 1963, requesting continuance 
of the hearing until November 13, 1963 
and extension of the deadline for notifi¬ 
cation of the names of witnesses to be 
produced and exchange of rebuttal evi¬ 
dence until November 6; 

It appearing that all parties have con¬ 
sented to the relief requested and that 
the two-week delay in proceeding with 
the hearing is insubstantial and is justi¬ 
fied by the alleged imminence of rulings 
by the Review Board on pending inter¬ 
locutory matters; 

It is ordered. This 24th day of October 
1963, that the applicant’s motion for a 
continuance is hereby granted; that the 
hearing is rescheduled from October 28, 
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1963 so as to commence 10 a.m., Wednes¬ 
day, November 13, 1963, at the Commis¬ 
sion’s offices, Washington, D.C.; and that 
the date for notifying witnesses, etc. is 
changed to November 6. 

Released: October 24,1963. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Ben F. Waple, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-11456; Filed, Oct. 29, 1963; 
8:48 a.m.] 


FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION 

GREEK LINE JOINT SERVICE 

Notice of Filing of Agreement 

Notice is hereby given that the follow¬ 
ing described agreement has been filed 
with the Commission for approval pur¬ 
suant to section 15 of the Shipping Act, 
1916 (39 Stat. 733; 75 Stat. 763; 46 U.S.C. 
814): 

Agreement 8277-1, between General 
Steam Navigation Co., Ltd., of Greece, 
Transatlantic Shipping Corp., Neptunia 
Shipping Co., S.A. and Arcadia Steam¬ 
ship Corporation, the carriers compris¬ 
ing the Greek Line Joint Service, modi¬ 
fies approved Agreement 8277, which 
covers the trade between ports in the 
Canadian provinces of Quebec and Nova 
Scotia and United States Atlantic ports 
on the one hand, and ports in Europe 
and the Mediterranean on the other, to 
provide (1) for the withdrawal therefrom 
of Neptunia Shipping Co., S.A.; and (2) 
for the extension of the geographical 
scope of operations of the joint service 
to include (a) cruises from said ports in 
Canada and the United States to the 
Mediterranean, Bermuda, the West 
Indies and the Caribbean, and (b) 
cruises by General Steam Navigation Co., 
Ltd. of Greece from United Kingdom 
ports via Le Havre and Lisbon to North 
African ports and islands northwest of 
North Africa. The agreement also pro¬ 
vides for modification of the operations 
of the parties within the trade areas cov¬ 
ered by the basic agreement due to the 
elimination of the services of Neptunia 
Shipping Co., S.A. 

Interested parties may inspect this 
agreement and obtain copies thereof at 
the Bureau of Foreign Regulation, Fed¬ 
eral Maritime Commission, Washington 
25, D.C., or may inspect a copy at the 
offices of the District Managers of the 
Commission in New York, N.Y., New Or¬ 
leans, La., and San Francisco, Calif., and 
may submit to the Secretary, Federal 
Maritime Commission, Washington 25, 
D.C., within 20 days after publication 
of this notice in the Federal Register, 
written statements with reference to the 
agreement and their position as to ap¬ 
proval, disapproval, or modification, to¬ 
gether with a request for hearing, should 
such hearing be desired. 

Dated: October 24, 1963. 

By order of the Federal Maritime 
Commission. 

Thomas Lisi, 
Secretary . 

[F.R,. Doc. 63-11448; Filed, Oct. 29, 1963; 

8:47 a.m.] 


[Fact Finding Investigation No. 4] 

TERMINAL PRACTICES AT NORTH AT¬ 
LANTIC PORTS, HAMPTON ROADS, 
VIRGINIA TO SEARSPORT, MAINE 

Notice of Postponement of Hearing 

October 25, 1963. 

The hearing in this proceeding sched¬ 
uled for November 13, 1963, at 10:00 
a.m., at hearing room G8, U.S. Post Of¬ 
fice and Custom House Building, 600 
Granby Street, Norfolk, Virginia, is here¬ 
by postponed to November 18, 1963, at 
the same time and place. 

James A. Kempker, 
Investigative Officer. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-11449; Filed, Oct. 29, 1963; 
8:47 a.m.] 


STATES MARINE LINES, INC., ET AL. 

Notice of Filing of Agreement 

Notice is hereby given that the follow¬ 
ing described agreement has been filed 
with the Commission for approval pur¬ 
suant to section 15 of the Shipping Act, 
1916 (39 Stat. 733; 75 Stat. 763; 46 U.S.C. 
814): 

Agreement No. 9269, between States 
Marine Lines, Inc., Global Bulk Trans¬ 
port Incorporated (as one member only), 
and Alcoa Steamship Company, Inc., pro¬ 
vides for a through billing arrangement 
for general cargo transported from load¬ 
ing ports of States Marine Lines, Inc., 
Global Bulk Transport Incorporated (as 
one member only) in Japan, Korea, Hong 
Kong, Formosa, Philippines, South Viet 
Nam, Burma, Egypt, Lebanon, Syria, 
Turkey, and Greece, to ports of call of 
Alcoa Steamship Company, Inc., in the 
Virgin Islands, with transhipment at the 
ports of New York, N.Y., Baltimore, Md., 
and Philadelphia, Pa., in accordance with 
the terms and conditions set forth in the 
agreement. 

Interested parties may inspect this 
agreement and obtain copies thereof at 
the Bureau of Foreign Regulation, Fed¬ 
eral Maritime Commission, Washington 
25, D.C., or may inspect a copy at the 
offices of the District Managers of the 
Commission in New York, N.Y., New Or¬ 
leans, La., and San Francisco, Calif., and 
may submit to the Secretary, Federal 
Maritime Commission, Washington 25, 
D.C., within 20 days after publication 
of this notice in the Federal Register, 
written statements with reference to the 
agreement and their position as to ap¬ 
proval, disapproval, or modification to¬ 
gether with request for hearing should 
such hearing be desired. 

Dated: October 25,1963. 

By order of the Federal Maritime 
Commission. 

Thomas Lisi, 
Secretary, 

[F.R. Doc. 63-11450; Filed, Oct. 29, 1963; 

8:47 a.m.] 


STATES MARINE LINES, INC., ET AL. 

Notice of Filing of Agreement 

Notice is hereby given that the fol¬ 
lowing described agreement has been 
filed with the Commission for approval 


pursuant to section 15 of the Shipping 
Act, 1916 (39 Stat. 733; 75 Stat. 763; 
46 U.S.C. 814): 

Agreement No. 9270, between States 
Marine Lines, Inc., Global Bulk Trans¬ 
port Incorporated (as one member 
only) and Alcoa Steamship Company, 
Inc., provides for a through billing ar¬ 
rangement for general cargo transported 
from loading ports of States Marine 
Lines, Inc., Global Bulk Transport In¬ 
corporated (as one member only) in 
Japan, Korea, Hong Kong, Formosa, 
Philippines, South Viet Nam, Cambodia, 
Thailand, Federation of Malaya, State 
of Singapore, Indonesia, Burma, Egypt, 
Lebanon, Syria, Turkey and Greece, to 
ports of call of Alcoa Steamship Com¬ 
pany, Inc., in Puerto Rico, with tran¬ 
shipment at the ports of Baltimore, Md., 
and Philadelphia, Pa., in accordance with 
the terms and conditions set forth in the 
agreement. 

Interested parties may inspect this 
agreement and obtain copies thereof at 
the Bureau of Foreign Regulation, Fed¬ 
eral Maritime Commission, Washington 
25, D.C., or may inspect a copy at the 
offices of the District Managers of the 
Commission in New York, N.Y., New 
Orleans, La., and San Francisco, Calif., 
and may submit to the Secretary, Federal 
Maritime Commission, Washington 25, 
D.C., within 20 days after publication of 
this notice in the Federal Register, writ¬ 
ten statements with reference to the 
agreement and their position as to ap¬ 
proval, disapproval, or modification, to¬ 
gether with request for hearing should 
such hearing be desired. 

Dated: October 25, 1963. 

By order of the Federal Maritime 
Commission. 

Thomas Lisi, 
Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-11451; Filed, Oct. 29, 1963; 

8:47 a.m.] 


FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 

[Docket No. CP63-352 ] 

ARKANSAS LOUISIANA GAS CO. 

Notice of Date of Hearing 

October 23, 1963. 

Take notice that, pursuant to notiee oj 
filing of application withdrawal, w" 
cancellation of hearing issued Jul ^ ’ 
1963, and published in the Federal -ft* 
ister on July 17, 1963 (28 F.R. 7316), tne 
public hearing heretofore scheduiea 
July 16, 1963, by notice of a P pl ! c ^Q 63) 
and date of hearing issued Juru L!;’ qTE r 
and published in the Federal Reg 
on June 11, 1963 (28 F.R. 5695) , will no 
be held on November 13, 1963, ar • 
a.m., e.s.t., in a Hearing Room , 
Federal Power Commission, 441 o » 
NW., Washington, D.C., 20426, concer^ 
ing the matters involved in . in 
sues presented by said a PP?* c ^ h0 #>- 
Docket No. CP63-352: Provided , w 
ever, That the Commission may, * the 
non-contested hearing, di £ po ^ e . oV i S ions 
proceedings pursuant to the P' m j S . 

of § 1.30(c) (1) or (2) of 
sion’s rules of practice and pr 
Under the procedure herein pro 
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unless otherwise advised, it will be un¬ 
necessary for Applicant to appear or be 
represented at the hearing. 

Gordon M. Grant, 
Acting Secretary. 

(F.R. Doc. 63-11413; Filed, Oct. 29, 1963; 
8:45 a.m.] 


[Project No. 2386] 

CITY OF HOLYOKE GAS & ELECTRIC 
DEPT. 

NoKce of Application for License 

October 23,1963. 

Public notice is hereby given that ap¬ 
plication has been filed under the Fed¬ 
eral Power Act (16 U.S.C. 791a-825r) 
by City of Holyoke Gas & Electric De¬ 
partment (correspondence to: F. H. 
King, Manager, 70 Suffolk Street, Hol¬ 
yoke, Massachusetts) for license for con¬ 
structed Project No. 2386, known as Pow¬ 
er Project No. 1, located on the canal 
system of Holyoke Water Power Com¬ 
pany, a tributary of the Connecticut 
River, County of Hampden, near the 
Town of South Hadley, Massachusetts. 

The project consists of: a powerhouse 
containing two 330 horsepower turbines 
connected to two 240 kilowatt vertical 
hydro generators —all having a total ca¬ 
pacity of 1056 kilowatts; penstocks; and 
appurtenant electrical and mechanical 
facilities. 

Protests or petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Commis¬ 
sion, Washington, D.C., 20426, in ac¬ 
cordance with the rules of practice and 
procedure of the Commission (18 CFR 
1-8 or 1.10). The last day upon which 
Protests or petitions may be filed is 
December 14, 1963. The application is 
on file with the Commission for public 
inspection. 

Gordon M. Grant, 
Acting Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-11414; Filed, Oct. 29, 1963; 

8:45 a.m.] 


[Docket No. CP64-22] 

CITY OF NEW BOSTON, ILLINOIS 

Notice of Application and Date of 
Hearing 

October 23,1963. 

Take notice that on July 23. 1963, the 
filpH ° f New ■ Boston » Illinois (Applicant), 
ea an application herein, pursuant to 
an 10 ^ Natural Gas Act, for 

Mi er of . Commission directing 
(Mini? an Wisconsin pip e Li ne company 
cai « an Wis consin) to establish physi¬ 
cian o 0nne . cton of its transportation fa- 
be nn S facilities proposed to 

and Applicant, and to sell 

natnrcfi 1Ver to A PPiicant the volume of 
salp est i ma ted to be required for 

odptS dls . tribution in the third year of 
Bostnr, 10n ln the community of New 
Biore fnif S hereina fter described, all as 
which ic ly repres ented in the application, 
open fnt 0ri , fi ? e w ith the Commission and 
Apnif publi c inspection. 

Peak estimates its annual and 

Tears nf^ requi r emen ts for the first three 
operation as follows: 


Year of operation 

(Volumes—Mcf) 

Peak day 

Annual 

1st.. 

391 

42,620 

2nd. 

426 

46. 687 

3rd. 

465 

50,240 


Applicant proposes to construct and 
operate a municipally owned natural gas 
distribution system within the borders of 
the City of New Boston. It is also pro¬ 
posed that on the basis of the 10 cent 
formula, Michigan Wisconsin construct 
a 4-inch lateral line from a point on its 
main transmission line in Illinois to a 
measuring station to be located approxi¬ 
mately 1.5 miles north of its main pipe¬ 
line. 

Applicant estimates the cost of con¬ 
structing the proposed distribution sys¬ 
tem and the New Boston portion of 
lateral line (approximately 1.5 miles) 
will be approximately $210,000, which 
will be financed by the sale of gas reve¬ 
nue bonds. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferreed upon the 
Federal Power Commission by sections 7 
and 15 of the Natural Gas Act, and the 
Commission’s rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure, a hearing will be held on No¬ 
vember 20, 1963, at 10:00 a.m., e.s.t., in 
a Hearing Room of the Federal Power 
Commission, 441 G Street NW., Wash¬ 
ington, D.C., concerning the matters in¬ 
volved in and the issues presented by 
said application. 

Protests or petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Commis¬ 
sion, Washington 25, D.C., in accordance 
with the rules of practice and procedure 
(18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) on or before No¬ 
vember 13,1963. 

Gordon M. Grant, 
Acting Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-11415; Filed, Oct. 29, 1963; 

8:45 a.m.] 


[Docket No. G-3491 etc.] 

PHILLIPS PETROLEUM CO., ET AL. 

Notice of Application for Certificates, 
Abandonment of Service and Peti¬ 
tions To Amend Certificates; Cor¬ 
rection 

October 16,1963. 

Phillips Petroleum Company, et al., 
Docket Nos. G-3491, et al.; Tex-Star Oil 
& Gas Corp., Docket No. CI62-1553; 
Humble Oil & Refining Company, Docket 
No. CI63-20. 

In the Notice of Applications for Cer¬ 
tificates, Abandonment of Service and 
Petitions to Amend Certificates, issued 
October 8, 1963 and published in the 
Federal Register on October 12, 1963 
(F.R. Doc. 63-10812; 28 F.R. 10986), the 
following changes should be made in the 
chart: 

After Docket No. CI62-1553 change 
location to read “Ignacio Field, La Plata 
County, Colorado” in lieu of “Iganico 
Field, La Plata County, Oklahoma”. 


After Docket No. CI63-20 change price 
to read “15.00” in lieu of “17.00”. 

Gordon M. Grant, 
Acting Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-11416; Filed, Oct. 29, 1963; 
8:45 a.m.] 


[Docket No. G-4616 etc.] 

TEXACO, INC., ET AL. 

Notice of Applications, Petitions To 
Amend and Date of Hearing; Cor¬ 
rection 

October 22, 1963. 

Texaco Inc., et al., Docket Nos. G-4616, 
et al.; Oklahoma Natural Gas Company, 
Docket No. CI63-956. 

In the Notice of Applications, Petitions 
To Amend and Date of Hearing, issued 
July 30, 1963 and published in the 
Federal Register August 6, 1963 (F.R. 
Doc. 63-8207; 28 F.R. 8003) make the 
following correction: Column 4 of the 
chart, after Docket No. CI63-596 change 
price to read “15.0 cents” in lieu of “19.5 
cents”. 

Gordon M. Grant, 
Acting Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-11418; Filed, Oct. 29, 1963; 
8:45 a.m.] 


[Docket No. G—13221 etc.] 

UNION TEXAS PETROLEUM, ET AL. 

Order Severing Proceedings, etc.; 

Correction 

October 7, 1963. 

Union Texas Petroleum, et al., Docket 
Nos. G-13221, et al.; Crown Central 
Petroleum Corporation, Docket No. G- 
16907. 

In the Order Severing Proceedings, 
Conditionally Approving Settlement Pro¬ 
posals and Conditionally Issuing Cer¬ 
tificates of Public Convenience and 
Necessity, issued September 13, 1963 and 
published in the Federal Register Sep¬ 
tember 20, 1963 (F.R. Doc. 63-10043; 28 
F.R. 10318) change the price in the first 
line of the Appendix to read “22.25 cents” 
in lieu of “21.25”. 

Gordon M. Grant, 
Acting Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-11419; Filed, Oct. 29, 1963; 

8:45 a.m.] 


FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM 

PEOPLES TRUST COMPANY OF 
BERGEN COUNTY 

Order Approving Merger of Ban!:s 

In the matter of the application of 
Peoples Trust Company of Bergen 
County for approval of merger with 
Palisades Trust Company. 

There has come before the Board of 
Governors, pursuant to the Bank Merger 
Act of 1960 (12 U.S.C. 1828(c)), an ap¬ 
plication by Peoples Trust Company of 
Bergen County, Hackensack, New Jersey, 
a State member bank of the Federal Re¬ 
serve System, for the Board’s prior ap¬ 
proval of the merger of that bank and 
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NOTICES 


Palisades Trust Company, Englewood, 
New Jersey, under the charter and title 
of the former. As an incident to the 
merger, the three offices of Palisades 
Trust Company would become branches 
of Peoples Trust Company of Bergen 
County. Notice of the proposed merger, 
in form approved by the Board, has been 
published pursuant to said Act. 

Upon consideration of all relevant 
material in the light of the factors set 
forth in said Act, including reports fur¬ 
nished by the Comptroller of the Cur¬ 
rency, the Federal Deposit Insurance 
Corporation, and the Department of 
Justice on the competitive factors in¬ 
volved in the proposed merger, 

It is hereby ordered , For the reasons 
set forth in the Board’s Statement 1 of 
this date, that said application be and 
hereby is approved, provided that said 
merger shall not be consummated (a) 
within seven calendar days after the date 
of this Order or (b) later than three 
months after said date. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., this 23d 
day of October 1963. 

By order of the Board of Governors. 

[seal] Merritt Sherman, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-11420; Filed, Oct. 29, 1963; 

8:45 a.m.] 


WEST BRANCH BANK AND TRUST CO. 

Order Approving Merger of Banks 

In the matter of the application of 
West Branch Bank and Trust Company 
for approval of merger with Bank of 
Newberry. 

There has come before the Board of 
Governors, pursuant to the Bank Merger 
Act of 1960 (12 U.S.C. 1828(c)), an ap¬ 
plication by West Branch Bank and 
Trust Company, Williamsport, Pennsyl¬ 
vania, a State member bank of the Fed¬ 
eral Reserve System, for the Board’s ap¬ 
proval of the merger of that bank and 
Bank of Newberry, Williamsport, Penn¬ 
sylvania, under the charter of the former 
and with the title Northern Central 
Bank and Trust Company. As an in¬ 
cident to the merger, the office of Bank 
of Newberry would become a branch of 
the resulting bank. Notice of the pro¬ 
posed merger, in form approved by the 
Board, has been published pursuant to 
said Act. 

Upon consideration of all relevant 
material in the light of the factors set 
forth in said Act, including reports fur¬ 
nished by the Comptroller of the Cur¬ 
rency, the Federal Deposit Insurance 
Corporation, and the Department of Jus¬ 
tice on the competitive factors involved 
in the proposed merger, and the informa¬ 
tion received at and in connection with 
the public proceeding which was ordered 
in this matter (28 F.R. 9681) pursuant 
to the Board’s rules of procedure (12 
CFR 262.2(f) (3)). 


1 Filed as part of the original document. 
Copies available upon request to the Board 
of Governors of the Federal Reserve System, 
Washington 25, D.C., or to the Federal Re¬ 
serve Bank of New York. 


It is hereby ordered, For the reasons 
set forth in the Board’s Statement 1 of 
this date, that said application be and 
hereby is approved, provided that said 
merger shall not be consummated (a) 
within seven calendar days after the date 
of this Order or (b) later than three 
months after said date. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., this 23d 
day of October 1963. 

By order of the Board of Governors. 2 

[seal] Merritt Sherman, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-11421; Filed, Oct. 29, 1963; 

8:45 a.m.] 

INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Notice No. 572] 

MOTOR CARRIER APPLICATIONS AND 

CERTAIN OTHER PROCEEDINGS 

October 25, 1963. 

The following publications are gov¬ 
erned by the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission’s general rules of practice in¬ 
cluding special rules (49 CFR 1.241) gov¬ 
erning notice of filing of applications 
by motor carriers of property or passen¬ 
gers or brokers under sections 206, 209, 
and 211 of the Interstate Commerce Act 
and certain other proceedings with re¬ 
spect thereto. 

All hearings and pre-hearing confer¬ 
ences will be called at 9:30 a.m., U.S. 
standard time (or 9:30 a.m., local day¬ 
light saving time, if that time is ob¬ 
served), unless otherwise specified. 

Applications Assigned for Oral Hearing 
or Pre-Hearing Conference 

MOTOR CARRIERS OF PROPERTY 

No. MC 504 (Sub-No. 60), filed July 
28, 1963. Applicant: HARPER MOTOR 
LINES, INC., 213 Long Avenue, Elberton, 
Ga. Applicant’s attorney: M. T. Schu¬ 
macher, 1375 Peachtree Street NE., At¬ 
lanta 9, Ga. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over regular routes, transporting: 
General commodities (except those of 
unusual value, classes A and B explo¬ 
sives, household goods as defined by the 
Commission, commodities in bulk, and 
those requiring special equipment), serv¬ 
ing Rhine, Ga., as an off-route point in 
connection with applicant’s presently 
authorized regular-route operations be¬ 
tween Atlanta and Waycross, Ga. 

HEARING: December 9, 1963, at the 
Georgia Public Service Commission, 244 
Washington Street SW., Atlanta, Ga., be¬ 
fore Joint Board No. 101. 

No. MC 4405 (Sub-No. 410), filed Sep¬ 
tember 6, 1963. Applicant: DEALERS 


1 Filed as part of the original document. 
Copies available upon request to the Board 
of Governors of the Federal Reserve Sys¬ 
tem, Washington, D.C., 20551, or to the 
Federal Reserve Bank of Philadelphia. 
Dissenting Statement of Governor Robertson 
also filed as part of the original document 
and available upon request. 

2 Voting against this action: Governor 
Robertson. 


TRANSIT, INC., 13101 South Torrence 
Avenue, Chicago 33, Ill. Applicant s at¬ 
torney: James W. Wrape, Sterick Build¬ 
ing, Memphis, Tenn. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by mo¬ 
tor vehicle, over irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting: (1) Trailers and trailer chassis 
(except those designed to be drawn by 
passenger automobiles) and parts mov¬ 
ing in conjunction with such trailers and 
chassis, in initial movements, in truck- 
away and driveaway service, from Phila¬ 
delphia, Pa., to points in the United 
States, including Alaska but excluding 
Hawaii, and (2) tractors, in secondary 
driveaway service, only when drawing 
trailers and trailer chassis moving in 
initial driveaway service, from Phila¬ 
delphia, Pa., to points in Alaska, Arizona, 
Nevada, Oregon, and Vermont. 


Note: Common control may be involved. 


HEARING: December 2, 1963, at the 
offices of the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C., before Ex¬ 
aminer Gerald F. Colfer. 

No. MC 8148 (Sub-No. 2), (CLARIFI¬ 
CATION) filed July 31, 1963, published 
in Federal Register issue October 2, 
1963, and republished as clarified this 
issue. Applicant: SANTA CRUZ MO¬ 
TOR EXPRESS, INC., 210 Encinal 
Street, Santa Cruz, Calif. Applicant’s 
attorney: Marvin Handler, 625 Market 
Street, San Francisco 5, Calif. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a common car¬ 
rier, by motor vehicle, over regular 
routes, to be specified by applicant at 
the hearing, transporting: General com¬ 
modities, between San Francisco, Calif., 
and East Bay points from San Pablo on 
the north to Hayward on the south in¬ 
cluding San Pablo and Hayward, on 
the one hand, and, on the other, Santa 
Cruz, Calif., and points within a ten (10) 
mile radius of Santa Cruz. 


Note: Applicant will not transport any 
shipments of: (1) Used household goods 
and personal effects, (2) automobiles, trucks 
and buses, namely: New and used, finished 
or unfinished passenger automobiles (includ¬ 
ing jeeps), ambulances, hearses, and taxis, 
freight automobiles, automobile chasss ’ 
trucks, truck chassis, truck trailers, true* 
and ttailers combined, buses, bus chass; . 
(3) livestock, namely: Bucks, bulls, caiv > 
cattle, cows, dairy cattle, ewes, goats, nog. 
horses, kids, lambs, oxen, pigs, sheep, sn p 
camp outfits, sows, steers, stags, or swine. ( ) 
commodities requiring the use of s P e . cia e . 
frigeration or temperature control m sp 
cially designated and constructed reI 
erated equipment, (5) liquids, compre 
gases, commodities in semiplastic forhj , 
commodities in suspension in liquids 
bulk, in tank trucks, tank trailers, 
semitrailers or a combination of such & 
way vehicles, (6) commodities when r 
ported in bulk in dump trucks or in n °PP\ n 
type trucks, and (7) commodities 
transported in motor vehicles equippe 
mechanical mixing in transit. 

Note: The purpose of this republic* 
is to show applicant seeks to traverse ry ^ 
routes in its proposed operations , 

indicate new hearing information 
forth below. 


HEARING: December 2, 1963, at 
New Mint Building, 133 Hermann J 
San Francisco, Calif., before Joint 

Examine 


F. Roy Linn. 
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No. MC 11207 (Sub-No. 218), filed Sep- 
tember 11, 1963. Applicant: DEATON 
TRUCK LINE, INC., 3409 10th Avenue 
North, Post Office Box 1217, Birming¬ 
ham, Ala. Applicant’s attorney: A. Alvis 
Layne, Pennsylvania Building, Washing¬ 
ton, D.C. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Boards 
and slabs, composed of wood fiber and 
cement combined, and accessories, from 
Arkadelphia, Ark., to points in Missis¬ 
sippi, Alabama, Georgia, Florida, and 
Tennessee. 

HEARING: December 2, 1963, at the 
Arkansas Commerce Commission, Jus¬ 
tice Building, State Capitol, Little Rock, 
Ark., before Examiner Lyle C. Farmer. 

No. MC 13367 (Sub-No. 8), filed Sep¬ 
tember 13, 1963. Applicant: ROBERT 
MERLEY, Post Office Box 1312, New 
Carlisle, Ind. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: William L. Carney, Middle West 
Traffic Service, 105 East Jennings Ave¬ 
nue, South Bend, Ind. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier , by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Fertilizer , from Calumet City, Ill., 
to points in Allegan, Eaton, Ottawa, 
Muskegon, Oceana, and Newaygo Coun¬ 
ties, Mich. 

HEARING: December 10, 1963, at the 
Midland Hotel, Chicago, Ill., before Joint 

Board No. 73. 

No. MC 17190 (Sub-No. 6), filed July 
24,1963. Applicant: LAURENCE ERICK¬ 
SON, doing business as ERICKSON 
MOVING SERVICE, 308 South 11th 
Street, Escanaba, Mich. Applicant’s at¬ 
torney: Robert W. Hansley, Suite 302, 
First National Bank Building, Escanaba, 
Mich. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier , by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: General 
commodities , from Escanaba and Glad¬ 
stone, Mich, to points on the Soo Line and 
Chicago & Northwestern Railroads 
located in the Upper Peninsula of Mich¬ 
igan, and empty containers or other such 
incidental facilities (not specified) used 
in transporting the above-specified com¬ 
modities, on return. 

Note: Applicant states the proposed serv¬ 
ice will consist of completing delivery of 
trailers delivered to railheads of the Chicago 
® Northwestern and Soo Line Railroads by 
train, more commonly referred to as “piggy¬ 
back operation.” 


HEARING: December 18, 1963, at the 
federal Building, Lansing, Mich., before 
Joint Board No. 76. 

No. MC 19778 (Sub-No. 55), filed June 
Applicant: THE MILWAUKEE 
p.°TOR TRANSPORTATION COM- 
any, a corporation, 516 West Jackson 
boulevard, Chicago 6, Ill. Applicant’s 
rirl° rney: ^°k er t F. Munsell (same ad- 
0D p f s applicant) . Authority sought to 
vpVt as a common carrier, by motor 
ino-T •’ over irre gular routes, transport- 
lino ,. me * calcium, carbonate, hydrated 
e, limestone dust, and mineral filler, 
Wnvv &S and in bulk » from Elliston and 
miipofu’ points within 10 

Idahc) ere ° f ’ t0 points in Wyoming and 


NotE- Cor hmon control may be involved. 

De cember 18, 1963, at the 
euowstone County Court House. Bill¬ 


ings, Mont., before Joint Board No. 269, 
or, if the Joint Board waives its right to 
participate, before Examiner Richard H. 
Roberts. 

No. MC 26739 (Sub-No. 36), filed 
July 26, 1963. Applicant: CROUCH 
BROS., INC., Transport Building, St. Jo¬ 
seph, Mo. Applicant’s attorney: Clar¬ 
ence D. Todd, 1825 Jefferson Place NW., 
Washington 36, D.C. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier , by mo¬ 
tor vehicle, over regular routes, trans¬ 
porting: General commodities (except 
those of unusual value, classes A and B 
explosives, household goods as defined 
by the Commission, commodities in bulk 
commodities requiring special equip¬ 
ment, and those injurious or contami¬ 
nating to other lading, (1) between Chi¬ 
cago, Ill., and Maryville, Mo.: from Chi¬ 
cago over U.S. Highway 66 to its junc¬ 
tion with U.S. Highway 52, thence over 
U.S. Highway 52 to its junction with 
U.S. Highway 51, thence over U.S. High¬ 
way 51 to its junction with Illinois High¬ 
way 92, thence over Illinois Highway 92 
to Rock Island, Ill., thence over city 
streets through Rock Island and Moline, 
Ill., and the Davenport, Iowa, commer¬ 
cial zone to junction U.S. Highway 61, 
thence over U.S. Highway 61 to its junc¬ 
tion with Iowa Highway 92, thence over 
Iowa Highway 92 to Washington, Iowa, 
thence over Iowa Highway 1 to Fairfield, 
Iowa, thence over U.S. Highway 34 to 
Ottumwa, Iowa, thence over U.S. High¬ 
way 63 to Bloomfield, Iowa, thence over 
Iowa Highway 2 to Bedford, Iowa, thence 
over Iowa Highway 148 to the Iowa- 
Missouri State line, thence over Mis¬ 
souri Highway 27 to its junction with 
U.S. Highway 71, and thence over U.S. 
Highway 71 to Maryville, and return 
over the same route, serving no inter¬ 
mediate points, and (2) between Mary¬ 
ville, Mo.; and Omaha, Nebr.: From 
Maryville over U.S. Highway 71 to its 
junction with Iowa Highway 2, thence 
over Iowa Highway 2 to its junction with 
U.S. Highway 59, thence over U.S. High¬ 
way 59 to Emerson, Iowa, thence over 
U.S. Highway 34 to Glenwood, Iowa, and 
thence over U.S. Highway 275 to Omaha, 
and return over the same route, serving 
the intermediate point of Shenandoah, 
Iowa, and the off-route point of Red Oak, 
Iowa. 

HEARING : December 11, 1963, at the 
Pickwick Motor Inn, McGee and 10th 
Streets, Kansas City, Mo., before Ex¬ 
aminer Samuel Horwich. 

No. MC 27817 (Sub-No. 53), filed 
September 5, 1963. Applicant: H. C. 
GABLER, INC., Rural Delivery 3, Cham- 
bersburg, Pa. Applicant’s attorney: 
Christian V. Graf, 407 North Front 
Street, Harrisburg, Pa. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Fly ash, in bulk and in bags, in tank 
and hopper vehicles, (1) from Williams¬ 
port and Cumberland, Md., to points 
in West Virginia, Virginia, and Pennsyl¬ 
vania, and (2) from Riverton, Va., to 
points in West Virginia, Maryland, and 
Pennsylvania. 

HEARING: December 3, 1963, at the 
Offices of the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C., before Ex¬ 
aminer Gordon M. Callow. 


No. MC 41116 (Sub-No. 15), filed Oc¬ 
tober 10, 1963. Applicant: MRS. LOIS 
M. FOGLEMAN, doing business as FO- 
GLEMAN TRUCK LINE, Post Office Box 
603, Crowley, La. Applicant’s attorney: 
Joe T. Lanham, Suite 1009, Perry-Brooks 
Building, Austin 1, Tex. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Bags ( burlap, hemp, jute, 
cotton, and woven paper fabric ), bag¬ 
ging ( burlap, hemp, jute, cotton, and 
woven paper fabric), steel cotton bale 
ties, and twines ( cotton, rayon, and jute ), 
between Crowley, La., on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in Alabama, 
Arkansas, Georgia, Louisiana, Missis¬ 
sippi, Texas, Florida, and points in Ten¬ 
nessee on or west of U.S. Highway 45 
and U.S. Highway 45W. 

Note: Applicant holds common carrier 
authority in certificate No. 123993; therefore 
dual operations may be involved. 

HEARING: December 18, 1963, at the 
Federal Office Building, 701 Loyola Ave¬ 
nue, New Orleans, La., before Examiner 
Lyle C. Farmer. 

No. MC 42487 (Sub-No. 590), filed Oc¬ 
tober 14, 1963. Applicant: CONSOLI¬ 
DATED FREIGHTW AY S CORPORA¬ 
TION OF DELAWARE, 175 Linfield 
Drive, Menlo Park, Calif. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over regular routes, 
transporting: General commodities (ex¬ 
cept those of unusual value, classes A and 
B explosives, livestock, green hides, 
household goods as defined by the Com¬ 
mission, commodities in bulk, and those 
requiring special equipment), serving 
Odenton, Md., as an off-route point in 
connection with presently authorized 
regular route operations to or from Bal¬ 
timore, Md. 

Note: Common control may be involved. 

HEARING: December 3, 1963, at Room 
709, U.S. Appraisers’ Stores Building, 
Gay and Lombard Streets, Baltimore, 
Md., before Joint Board No. 112. 

No. MC 43654 (Sub-No. 57), filed Oc¬ 
tober 11, 1963. Applicant: DIXIE OHIO 
EXPRESS, INC., 237 Fountain Street, 
Post Office Box 750, Akron, Ohio. Appli¬ 
cant’s attorney: R. J. Reynolds, Jr., Suite 
403-411 Healey Building, Atlanta 3, Ga. 
Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
regular routes, transporting: General 
commodities (except those of unusual 
value, classes A and B explosives, house¬ 
hold goods as defined by the Commis¬ 
sion, commodities in bulk, and those re¬ 
quiring special equipment), serving the 
plant site and warehouse of E. T. Bar- 
wick Carpet Mills, Inc., located approxi¬ 
mately 9 miles northwest of LaFayette, 
Ga., which said plant site and warehouse 
are located on Georgia Highway 341 be¬ 
tween the junction of Georgia Highways 
193 and 341 and the junction of Georgia 
Highways 143 and 341, as an off-route 
point in connection with applicant’s 
presently authorized regular route oper¬ 
ations between Chattanooga, Tenn., and 
Atlanta, Ga. 

HEARING: December 9, 1963, at the 
Georgia Public Service Commission, 244 
Washington Street SW., Atlanta, Ga., be¬ 
fore Joint Board No. 101. 
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No. MC 50069 (Sub-No. 271), filed Au¬ 
gust 2, 1963. Applicant: REFINERS 
TRANSPORT & TERMINAL CORPORA¬ 
TION, 111 West Jackson Boulevard, Chi¬ 
cago 4, Ill. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by mptor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Coal 
tar and coal tar products, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from Toledo, Ohio, to Detroit 
and Midland, Mich. 

HEARING: December 17, 1963, at the 
Federal Building, Lansing, Mich., before 
Joint Board No. 57. 

No. MC 50069 (Sub-No. 275), filed Sep¬ 
tember 9, 1963. Applicant: REFINERS 
TRANSPORT & TERMINAL CORPORA¬ 
TION, 111 West Jackson Boulevard, Chi¬ 
cago 4, Ill. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Liq¬ 
uid coal tar products, in bulk, in tank ve¬ 
hicles, from Cleveland, Ohio, to Chicago, 
Ill. 

HEARING: December 9, 1963, at the 
Midland Hotel, Chicago, Ill., before Joint 
Board No. 58. 

No. MC 55236 (Sub-No. 73), filed Au¬ 
gust 8, 1963. Applicant: OLSON 

TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, a cor¬ 
poration, 1970 South Broadway, Green 
Bay, Wis. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Chemicals, in bulk, in tank and hopper 
type vehicles, from Lemont, Ill., and 
points within five (5) miles thereof, to 
points in Wisconsin. 

HEARING: December 11, 1963, at the 
Midland Hotel, Chicago, Ill., before Joint 
Board No. 13. 

No. MC 56637 (Sub-No. 12), filed Sep¬ 
tember 29, 1963. Applicant: R.C.A. 

TRUCK LINES, INC., South Callahan 
Street, P.O. Box 989, Rome, Ga. Appli¬ 
cant’s attorney: R. J. Reynolds, Jr., Suite 
403-411 Healey Building, Atlanta 3, Ga., 
30303. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
regular routes, transporting: General 
commodities (except those of unusual 
value, classes A and B explosives, live¬ 
stock, household goods as defined in 
Practices of Motor Common Carriers of 
Household Goods, 17 M.C.C. 467, com¬ 
modities in bulk, commodities requiring 
special equipment and those injurious or 
contaminating to other lading), serving 
the plant site and warehouse of E. T. 
Barwick Carpet Mills, Inc., located ap¬ 
proximately 9 miles northwest of Lafay¬ 
ette, Ga., which said plant site and ware¬ 
house are located on Georgia Highway 
341 between junction Georgia Highways 
193 and 341 and junction Georgia High¬ 
ways 143 and 341, as an off-route point 
in connection with applicant’s presently 
authorized regular route operations be¬ 
tween Rome, Ga., and Chattanooga, 
Tenn. 

HEARING: December 9, 1963, at the 
Georgia Public Service Commission, 244 
Washington Street SW., Atlanta, Ga., 
before Joint Board No. 101. 

No. MC 61403 (Sub-No. 93), filed Au¬ 
gust 21, 1963. Applicant: THE MASON 
AND DIXON TANK LINES, INC., East¬ 
man Road, Kingsport, Tenn. Appli¬ 
cant’s attorney: W. C. Mitchell, 140 
Cedar Street, New York 6, N.Y. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a common car¬ 


rier , by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Chemicals and 
processed oils, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from Carpentersville, Ill., to points in 
Alabama, Florida, Georgia, Louisiana, 
Mississippi, and Tennessee. 

Note: Applicant states it is controlled by 
the controlling stockholders of the Mason & 
Dixon Lines, Incorporated. 

HEARING: December 2, 1963, at the 
Midland Hotel, Chicago, Ill., before Ex¬ 
aminer Richard H. Roberts. 

No. MC 64932 (Sub-No. 327), filed July 
29, 1963. Applicant: ROGERS CART¬ 
AGE CO., a corporation, 1934 South 
Wentworth Avenue, Chicago, Ill. Ap¬ 
plicant’s attorney: David Axelrod, 39 
South La Salle Street, Chicago 3, Ill. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Chemicals 
and process oils, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from Carpentersville, Ill., to points in 
North Dakota, South Dakota, Nebraska, 
Kentucky, Ohio, Michigan, Indiana, 
Missouri, Illinois, Kansas, Iowa, Minne¬ 
sota, and Wisconsin. 

HEARING: December 2, 1963, at the 
Midland Hotel, Chicago, Ill., before Ex¬ 
aminer Richard H. Roberts. 

No. MC 66286 (Sub-No. 11), filed Sep¬ 
tember 6, 1963. Applicant: P. S. 

DUBREY TRUCKING CO., INC., 539 
Hartford Turnpike, Shrewsbury, Mass. 
Applicant’s representative: Arthur A. 
Wentzell, Post Office 720, Worcester, 
Mass. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
regular routes, transporting: Shirts, syn¬ 
thetic or synthetic and cotton, in 
packages, and damaged and refected 
shipments, between Newburgh, N.Y. and 
Chester, N.Y.; from Newburgh, N.Y., 
over U.S. Highway 9W to the junction 
of U.S. Highway 9W and New York High¬ 
way 94, thence New York Highway 94 
to Chester, and return over the same 
route, serving no intermediate points. 

HEARING: December 10, 1963, at the 
Sheraton Atlantic Hotel, New York, 
N.Y., before Examiner Abraham J. 
Essrick 

No. MC 69365 (Sub-No. 13), filed Sep¬ 
tember 23,1963. Applicant: CONTRACT 
CARRIER SERVICE, INC., Post Office 
Box 544, Cottage Grove, Oreg. Appli¬ 
cant’s attorney: Earle V. White, Fifth 
Avenue Building, 2130 SW., Fifth Ave¬ 
nue, Portland, Oreg. Authority sought 
to operate as a contract carrier, by mo¬ 
tor vehicle, over irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting: Laminated wood products, 
lumber, timbers, millwork, panels, 
boards, and sheets, and, when shipped 
with the foregoing, equipment, hardware, 
and accessories to be used in the erection, 
construction, or completion of a build¬ 
ing, from points within a 3-mile radius 
of Eugene and Springfield, Oreg., and 
the plant site of Weyerhaeuser Company 
near Cottage Grove, Oreg., to points in 
California, Oregon, Washington, Idaho, 
Montana, Nevada, and Utah. 

Note: Applicant states that the proposed 
operation will be under contract with Weyer¬ 
haeuser Company. 

HEARING: December 11, 1963, at the 
Interstate Commerce Commission Hear¬ 
ing Room, 410 SW. 10th Avenue, Port¬ 


land, Oreg., before Examiner Lacy W. 
Hinely. 

No. MC 72729 (Sub-No. 4) , filed Sep¬ 
tember 3, 1963. Applicant: PYRAMID 
VAN LINES WESTERN DIVISION, 
INC., 184 Harbor Road, South San Fran¬ 
cisco, Calif. Applicant’s attorney: Ber¬ 
tram S. Silver, 126 Post Street, Suite 600, 
San Francisco, Calif. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Household goods, as defined by the 
Commission, between points in Cali¬ 
fornia on the one hand, and on the other, 
points in Washington, Oregon, and 
Idaho. 

Note: Applicant states no duplicate oper¬ 
ating authority is sought by this application. 
It is further noted common control may be 
involved. 

HEARING: December 17, 1963, at the 
Federal Office Building, Seattle, Wash., 
before Examiner Lacy W. Hinley. 

No. MC 80498 (Sub-No. 3), filed August 
5, 1963. Applicant: EARL C. SMITH, 
INC., 1424 Fourth Street, Port Huron, 
Mich. Applicant’s attorney: Carl H. 
Smith, Sr., 210-214 Phoenix Building, 
Bay City, Mich. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over regular routes, transport¬ 
ing: (A) General commodities (except 
those of unusual value, Classes A and B 
explosives, household goods as defined 
in Practices of Motor Common Carriers 
of Household Goods, 17 M.C.C. 467, com¬ 
modities in bulk, and commodities re¬ 
quiring special equipment), (1) between 
Detroit, Mich., and Port Huron, Mich.: 
from Detroit over U.S. Highway 25 and 
Michigan Highway 29 to Port Huron, 
and return over the same route, serving 
all intermediate points, (2) between De¬ 
troit, Mich., and Bad Axe, Mich.: from 
Detroit over Michigan Highway 53 to 
Bad Axe and return over the same route, 
serving all intermediate points, (3) be¬ 
tween Flint, Mich., and Emmett, Mich- 
from Flint over Michigan Highway 21 to 
Emmett, and return over the same route, 
serving all intermediate points, (4) be¬ 
tween Bad Axe, Mich., and Harbor 
Beach, Mich.: from Bad Axe over Michi¬ 
gan Highway 142 to Harbor Beach, and 
return over the same route, serving an 
intermediate points, (5) between Bad 
Axe, Mich., and Port Huron, Mich.: from 
Bad Axe over Michigan Highway 142 to 
junction Michigan Highway 19, thence 
over Michigan Highway to its junction 
with Huron County Road 566, thenc 
over Huron County Road 566 to Rutn, 
Mich., thence over Michigan Highway 
51 to Port Huron, and return over tne 
same route, serving all intermediat 
points. . ^ 

(6) Between Detroit, Mich., a 
Royal Oak, Mich.: from Detroit over 
U.S. Highway 10 to Royal Oak, ana r 
turn over the same route, serving 
intermediate points, (7) between u 
Mich., and Deckerville, Mich.: from 
over Michigan Highway 19 to its i J u 
tion with Sanilac County Road H t( J 
thence over Sanilac County Roa 
Deckerville, and return over the s 
route, serving all intermediate P° ’ 
(8) between Brockway, Mich., and . u. 
mett, Mich.: from Brockway over 
igan Highway 19 to Emmett, and r 
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over the same route, serving all inter¬ 
mediate points, (9) between junction of 
Michigan Highway 19 and Michigan 
Highway 46 and Carsonville, Mich.: from 
junction of Michigan Highway 19 and 
Michigan Highway 46 over Michigan 
Highway 46 to Carsonville, and return 
over the same route, serving all inter¬ 
mediate points, (10) between the junc¬ 
tion of Michigan Highway 90 and Mich¬ 
igan Highway 19 and Port Huron, Mich.: 
from junction of Michigan Highway 90 
and Michigan Highway 19 over Michigan 
Highway 19 to its junction with Mich¬ 
igan Highway 136, thence over Michigan 
Highway 136 to its junction with Mich¬ 
igan Highway 51, thence over Michigan 
Highway 51 to Port Huron, and return 
over the same route, serving all inter¬ 
mediate points, (11) between Port Huron 
and the junction of Michigan Highway 
90 and Michigan Highway 51: from Port 
Huron over U.S. Highway 25 to Lexing¬ 
ton, Mich., thence over Michigan High¬ 
way 90 to junction Michigan Highway 90 
and Michigan Highway 51, (12) between 
Flint, Mich., and Royal Oak, Mich.: from 
Flint over U.S. Highway 10 to Grand 
Blanc, Mich., thence over Genesee, 
County Road 462 to its junction with 
Michigan Highway 15, thence over Mich¬ 
igan Highway 15 to its junction with 
Oakland County Road 454, thence over 
Oakland County Road 454 to Oxford, 
Mich., thence over Michigan Highway 
24 to Orion, Mich., thence over Oakland 
County Road to Rochester, Mich., thence 
over Michigan Highway 150 to Royal 
Oak, and return over the same route, 
serving all intermediate points. 

(13) Between junction of Macomb 
County Road and Michigan Highway 29 
and Self ridge Field, over Macomb Coun¬ 
ty Road along Anchor Bay; between 
Self ridge Field and junction of Joy Road 
with U.S. Highway 25, over Joy Road; 
Macomb County Road (continuation of 
North Avenue, Mt. Clemens) north to 
Junction with Michigan Highway 59; be¬ 
tween junction of Michigan Highway 59 
and U.S. Highway 25 and Pontiac, Mich., 
over Michigan Highway 59; between Ox¬ 
ford and Lepeer, Mich., over U.S. High- 
u 4 ’ servin £ all intermediate points, 
i. ) between Ruth, Mich, and the junc¬ 
tion of Michigan Highway 51 and Mich- 
S®. Highway 142: from Ruth over 
jchigan Highway 51 to the junction of 
Jt*** Highway 51 and Michigan 
Shway 142, and return over the same 
serving all intermediate points, 
Pno^ cf ween junction of Sanilac County 
ad 548 and Michigan Highway 19 and 
and of Michigan Highway 90 

CnnTv? 1C £ igan Hi ghway 19: from Sanilac 
HiavT y H°ad 548 and junction Michigan 
t*™* 19 over Michigan Highway 19 
and A/r JU ?. c ^ on Michigan Highway 90 
over tv * chigan Highway 19, and return 
mpdiof sa . me rou te, serving all inter- 
Michi S°i nts ’ (16) between Emmett, 
mett nv nd . Port Huron, Mich.: from Em- 
Huron f ^ lchi ^ an Highway 21 to Port 
serving nii • r ^ turn over the same route, 
tween i.m lnter mediate points, (17) be- 
anri J^ ctlon of Michigan Highway 51 
City vn t C Count y Road and Minden 
High Wn „ f; : from junction Michigan 
°ver ciL-, anc i Sanilac County Road 
oaiuiac County Road to Minden 


City, and return over the same route, 
serving all intermediate points, (18) be¬ 
tween junction of Michigan Highway 102 
and U.S. Highway 25 and Ferndale, 
Mich.: from junction Michigan Highway 
102 and U.S. Highway 25 over Michigan 
Highway 102 to junction with U.S. High¬ 
way 10, thence over U.S. Highway 10 to 
Ferndale, and return over the same 
route, serving all intermediate points. 

(19) Between junction of Mound 
Road and Michigan Highway 102 and 
junction of Mound Road and Eleven 
Mile Road, over Mound Road, serving all 
intermediate points, (20) between junc¬ 
tion of Michigan Highway 53 and Michi¬ 
gan Highway 102 and the junction of 
Michigan Highway 53 and Eleven Mile 
Road over Michigan Highway 53, serving 
all intermediate points, (21) between 
Detroit, Mich., and Dearborn, Mich., 
over U.S. Highway 112, serving all inter¬ 
mediate points, (22) between Detroit, 
Mich., and the junction of Allen Road 
and West Road: from Detroit over 
Wayne County Road 379 to junction with 
West Road, thence over West Road to 
Allen Road, and return over the same 
route, serving all intermediate points, 
(23) between the junction of Michigan 
Highway 29 and St. Clair County Road 
430 and the junction of Michigan High¬ 
way 29 and St. Clair County Road 824 
over County Roads 430 and 824, serving 
all intermediate points, (24) between 
Lexington, Mich., and the junction of 
Roach Road and Michigan Highway 51: 
from Lexington over U.S. Highway 25 to 
junction with Roach Road, thence over 
Roach Road to junction with Michigan 
Highway 51, and return over the same 
route, serving all intermediate points, 
(25) between Emmett, Mich., and St. 
Clair, Mich, over Michigan Highway 19 
and St. Clair County Road 446, serving 
all intermediate points, (26) between 
Marysville, Mich., and Michigan High¬ 
way 21 over St. Clair County Road 307, 
serving all intermediate points, (27) be¬ 
tween Port Huron, Mich, and Memphis, 
Mich., over St. Clair County Roads 400, 
851, 460B, 462, and 464, serving all inter¬ 
mediate points, (28) between New Balti¬ 
more, Mich., and junction of County 
Line Road and U.S. Highway 25 over 
County Line Road, for operating con¬ 
venience only, serving no intermediate 
points. 

(29) Between junction of Michigan 
Highway 102 and Michigan Highway 97 
and Mount Clemens, Mich., over Michi¬ 
gan Highway 97, for operating conven¬ 
ience only, serving no intermediate 
points, (30) between Port Huron, Mich., 
and junction of U.S. Highway 25 and U.S. 
Highway 25A, over U.S. Highway 25A 
serving no intermediate points, for op¬ 
erating convenience only, (31) between 
the junction of Michigan Highway 29 
and St. Clair County Road 444 and junc¬ 
tion of King Road and County Road 446 
over St. Clair County Road 444 and King 
Road, serving all intermediate points, 
(32) between Ferndale, Mich., and East 
Detroit, Mich., over Nine Mile Road, serv¬ 
ing any points on the route that need 
transportation service, (33) serving the 
plant of Packard Motor Car Company 
located just north of Utica, Mich., as an 
off-route point, (34) serving the plant of 


the Chrysler Corporation located on 
Michigan Highway 53 between 16 and 
17 Mile Roads as an off-route point, (35) 
between all presently certificated points 
and routes and Lake Orion, Mich., and 
the junction of Baldwin Road and In- 
dianwood Road via Indianwood Road 
and intermediate points, (36) between 
all presently certificated points and 
routes and Detroit, Mich., and the site 
of the Kelsey-Hayes Company plant lo¬ 
cated at the intersection of North Line 
Highway and Huron River Drive, near 
Romulus, Mich., Romulus Township, 
Wayne County, Mich., as an off-route 
point, (37) between the junction of Mich¬ 
igan Highway 59 and U.S. Highway 10 
and the junction of Michigan Highway 
15 and Oakwood Road via U.S. Highway 
10 and Michigan Highway 15 as an al¬ 
ternate route, serving no new points, 
(38) between all presently certificated 
points and routes and junction Michigan 
Highway 29 and Marine City Highway 
and junction U.S. Highway 25 and Ma¬ 
rine City Highway via Marine City High¬ 
way, from Lake Orion thence over Michi¬ 
gan Highway 24 and U.S. Highway 10 to 
Royal Oak, for alternate routes only, 
serving no new intermediate points. 

(39) Between all presently certificated 
points and routes serving the site of the 
McLouth Steel Corporation plant of 
Gibraltar as an off-route point, (40) be¬ 
tween all presently certificated points 
and routes on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points located in Warren Town¬ 
ship, Sterling Township, Macomb 
County, and Troy Township Oakland 
County, Mich., (41) serving the site of 
the Lincoln Division, Ford Motor Com¬ 
pany plant near Novi and the site of the 
Ford Motor Company plant near Raw- 
sonville, Mich., as off-route points, (42) 
between Port Huron and Detroit, Mich., 
and points in Michigan in the following 
area; bounded on the west from Detroit 
to Bad Axe by Michigan Highway 53, on 
the north from Bad Axe to the junction 
of County Road 142 and Michigan High¬ 
way 51 by County Road 142, on the east 
by Michigan Highway 51 to Port Huron 
and from Port Huron to Detroit by Mich¬ 
igan Highway 59, and also the right to 
serve Cass City, Mich., (43) between De¬ 
troit, Mich., and points in Michigan in 
the following area: bounded on the west 
from Detroit to Bad Axe by Michigan 
Highway 53, on the north from Bad Axe 
to the junction of County Road 142 and 
U.S. Highway 25 by County Road 142, 
on the east to Detroit by Michigan High¬ 
way 29, with the right to serve Cass City, 
(44) between Detroit, Mich., and points 
in Michigan in the following area: 
bounded on the west from Detroit to 
Port Huron by U.S. Highway 25 and from 
Port Huron to Detroit by Michigan High¬ 
way 29. 

(45) Between Port Huron and various 
Michigan points in the area bounded as 
follows: from Port Huron to Mount 
Clemens over Michigan 29 to junction 
with Michigan Highway 59, thence over 
Michigan Highway 59 to junction of U.S. 
Highway 25, thence over U.S. Highway 
25 to Mount Clemens, and on the south 
from Mount Clemens to Pontiac over 
Michigan Highway 59, on the west from 
Pontiac to Lapeer by U.S. Highway 24 on 
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the north from Lapeer to Imlay City by 
Michigan Highway 21, thence north 
from Imlay City to the junction of Mich¬ 
igan Highway 53 and Michigan Highway 
46 over Michigan Highway 53, and on the 
north from the junction of Michigan 
Highway 53 and Michigan Highway 46 
to Port Sanilac by Michigan Highway 
46, (46) between Detroit, Mich., and 
various Michigan points and area bound¬ 
ed as follows: U.S. Highway 25 from 
Detroit to Muttonville, Michigan High¬ 
way 19 to Sandusky: Michigan Highway 
46 to Port Sanilac, U.S. Highway 25 to 
Marysville and Michigan Highway 29 to 
Detroit, (47) serving points within five 
(5) miles of Flint, Mich., as off-route 
points, (48) between Detroit, Mich., and 
the Willow Run Plant of the Ford Motor 
Company over U.S. Highway 112 to Wil¬ 
low Run Road, thence over Willow Run 
Road to the Willow Run Plant of the 
Ford Motor Company. 

(B) General commodities , between 
points on applicant’s presently certifi¬ 
cated routes and between the points de¬ 
scribed as follows: (1) Huron County: 
between Ubly and Ruth via Atwater 
Road, for operating convenience only, 
(2) Sanilac County: between Sandusky 
and Deckerville over Sandusky Road and 
Deckerville Road, for operating con¬ 
venience only, (3) Sanilac County: be¬ 
tween the junction of Michigan Highway 
19 and Michigan Highway 46 and the 
junction of Michigan Highway 46 and 
Michigan Highway 53 via Michigan 
Highway 46, (4) Oakland County: be¬ 
tween the junction of Sixteen Mile Road 
and U.S. Highway 24 and the junction 
of Square Lake Road and U.S. Highway 

24 over U.S. Highway 24, Oakland 
County: between the junction of Big 
Beaver Road and Cooks Road and the 
junction of Lake Orion Road and Adams 
Road over Cooks Road and Adams Road, 
(5) Oakland and Genesee Counties: be¬ 
tween the junction of Mabee Road and 
U.S. Highway 10 and the junction of 
Perry Road and U.S. Highway 10 over 
U.S. Highway 10, (6) Macomb County: 
between the junction of U.S. Highway 

25 and 23-mile road and the junction of 
Michigan Highway 59 and Ryan Road 
over 23-mile road and Ryan Road, (7) 
Lapeer County: between the junction of 
Michigan Highway 21 and Graham Road 
and the junction of Graham Road and 
Ryder Road over Graham Road, to serve 
the site of Anderson Peat Company as 
an off-route point, and (8) Lapeer 
County: between the junction of Michi¬ 
gan Highway 21 and Code Road and the 
junction of Grand Trunk tracks and 
Code Road over Code Road, to serve the 
site of the Michigan Peat Company as 
an off-route point. 

Note: The above routes in (B) are for 
operating convenience only and no new 
points will be served with the exception of 
off-route points described in the last two 
paragraphs. 

(C) Precast concrete wall sections, 
from Marysville, Mich., to points in 
Michigan. 

Note: This is the identical authority for¬ 
merly held by applicant under the second 
proviso section 206(a)(1) in No. MC 80498 
Sub 1. 


HEARING: December 20, 1963, at the 
Federal Building, Lansing, Mich., before 
Joint Board No. 76. 

No. MC 86336 (Sub-No. 4), filed Au¬ 
gust 13, 1963. Applicant: DABAR HAUL¬ 
AGE COMPANY, INC., 170 Avenue F, 
Bayonne, N.J. Applicant’s attorney: Ed¬ 
ward F. Bowes, 1060 Broad Street, New¬ 
ark 2, N.J. Authority sought to operate 
as a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Empty iron and steel pails and drums, 
from the plant site of United States Steel 
Products Division, United States Steel 
Corporation at Pennsauken Township, 
Camden County, N.J., to points in Fair- 
field, Hartford, New Haven, Middlesex, 
Windham, and Tolland Counties, Conn., 
and points in Providence County, R.I., 
and points in Middlesex, Suffolk, and 
Hampden Counties, Mass., and rejected 
and damaged empty iron and steel pails 
and drums, on return. Applicant states 
that the above service is to be conducted 
under contract with United States Steel 
Products Division, United States Steel 
Corporation. 

HEARING: December 11, 1963, at the 
Sheraton Atlantic Hotel, New York, N.Y., 
before Examiner Abraham J. Essrick. 

No. MC 92983 (Sub-No. 424), filed July 
22, 1963. Applicant: ELDON MILLER, 
INC., Post Office Drawer 617, Kansas 
City, Mo. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Beverages 
and spirits, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
Atchison, Kans., to points in Louisiana, 
Maryland, Michigan, Missouri, and 
Rhode Island. 

HEARING: December 10, 1963, at the 
Pickwick Motor Inn, McGee and 10th 
Streets, Kansas City, Mo., before Ex¬ 
aminer Samuel Horwich. 

No. MC 94635 (Sub-No. 1), filed Au¬ 
gust 20, 1963. Applicant: INTERSTATE 
SAND & GRAVEL TRANSPORTATION, 
INC., Newfield, N.J. Applicant’s repre¬ 
sentative: Charles H. Trayford, 220 East 
42d Street, New York 17, N.Y. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a contract car - 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Minerals, includ¬ 
ing, but not limited to sand, gravel, stone, 
clay, slag, light weight aggregates, be¬ 
tween points in Delaware, Maryland, 
Pennsylvania, New York, New Jersey, 
Connecticut, Massachusetts, Rhode Is¬ 
land, Virginia, and the District of Co¬ 
lumbia. 

Note: Applicant states it will serve the 
ports of entry on the international boundary 
line between the United States and Canada 
in foreign commerce originating or destined 
to the states named above, when originating 
or destined to points in Canada. 

HEARING: December 4, 1963, at the 
Bellevue Stratford Hotel, Broad and 
Walnut Streets, Philadelphia, Pa., before 
Examiner Abraham J. Essrick. 

No. MC 100666 (Sub-No. 53), filed 
July 1, 1963. Applicant: MELTON 

TRUCK LINES, INC., Post Office Box 
7295, Shreveport, La. Applicant’s attor¬ 
ney: Wilburn L. Williamson, 443-54 
American National Building, Oklahoma 
City 2, Okla. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Logs, 
posts, poles, piling, pallets, crossties and 


lumber, including the same commodities 
when creosoted or chemically treated, be¬ 
tween points in Mississippi and Arkansas, 
on the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in Kentucky, Alabama, and Tennessee. 

HEARING: December 4, 19&3, at the 
Arkansas Commerce Commission, Justice 
Building, State Capitol, Little Rock, Ark., 
before Examiner Lyle C. Farmer. 

No. MC 102616 (Sub-No. 736), filed Oc¬ 
tober 21, 1963. Applicant: COASTAL 
TANK LINES, INC., 501 Grantley Road, 
York, Pa. Applicant’s attorney: Harold 
G. Hernly, 711 Fourteenth Street NW., 
Washington 5, D.C. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by mo¬ 
tor vehicle, over irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting: Chemicals, in bulk, in tank vehi¬ 
cles, from Cincinnati, Ohio, to points in 
Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Michigan, Mis¬ 
souri, and Wisconsin. 

HEARING: November 12, 1963, in 
Room 712, Federal Building, Cincinnati, 
Ohio, before Examiner Gerald F. Colfer. 

No. MC 102616 (Sub-No. 737), filed 
October 25, 1963. Applicant: COASTAL 
TANK LINES, INC., 501 Grantley Road, 
York, Pa. Applicant’s attorney: Harold 
G. Hernly, 711 14th Street NW., Wash¬ 
ington, D.C. Authority sought to oper¬ 
ate as a common carrier, by motor vehi¬ 
cle, over irregular routes, transporting: 
Melamine, in bulk, from Carteret, N.J., 
to points in Ohio. 

HEARING: November 7, 1963, at the 
offices of the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C., before Ex¬ 
aminer Gordon M. Callow. 

No. MC 103051 (Sub-No. 150), filed 
July 26, 1963. Applicant: WALKER 

HAULING CO., INC., 340 Armour Drive 
NE., Atlanta 24, Ga. Applicant s attor¬ 
ney: R. J. Reynolds, Jr., Suite 403-411 
Healey Building, Atlanta 3, Ga. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a common car¬ 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Vegetable oils, m 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from Atlanta, Ga., 
to points in North Carolina. 

Note: Common control may be involved. 

HEARING: December 10, 1963, at the 
Georgia Public Service Commission, 244 
Washington Street SW., Atlanta, Ga., 
before Joint Board No. 130. 

No. MC 103051 (Sub-No. 151), nlea 
August 18, 1963. Applicant: WALKER 
HAULING CO., INC., 340 Armour Drive 
NE., Atlanta, Ga. Applicant’s attorney. 
R. J. Reynolds, Jr., Suite 403-411 Healey 
Building, Atlanta 3, Ga. Authority 
sought to operate as a common earn > 
by motor vehicle, over irregular rout • 
transporting: Animal oils, animal J > 
animal greases, and liquid tallow* 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from P 0 *? 1 ® 
Knox County, Tenn., to points in Fra 
lin and Hart Counties, Ga. 

Note: Common control may be involved 


HEARING: December 10, 1963, at t 
Georgia Public Service Commission, 
Washington Street SW., Atlanta, Ga., 
fore Joint Board No. 238. fi , e£ j 

No. MC 103051 (Sub-No. 153 L 
September 23, 1963. Applicant: 

ER HAULING CO., INC., 340 Armo 
Drive NE., Atlanta, Ga. Applicant 
torney: R. J. Reynolds, Jr., Suite 
411 Healey Building, Atlanta 3, Ga. 
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thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier , by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Fertilizer solutions, 
in bulk, in tank vehicles, from Albany, 
Ga., and points within 15 miles thereof, 
to points in Alabama and Florida. 

HEARING: December 18, 1963, at the 
Georgia Public Service Commission, 244 
Washington Street SW., Atlanta, Ga., 
before Joint Board No. 99. 

No. MC 103993 (Sub-No. 177), filed 
July 24, 1963. Applicant: MORGAN 
DRIVE-AWAY, INC., 500 Equity Build¬ 
ing, Elkhart, Ind. Applicant’s attorney: 
John E. Lesow, 3737 North Meridian 
Street, Indianapolis 8, Ind. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: (1) Trailers , designed to 
be drawn by passenger automobiles, in 
initial movements, in truckaway service, 
from points in Arkansas (except from 
Newport, Ark., and points within 10 
miles of Newport, and except from Jack¬ 
sonville, Ark.), to points in the United 
States, including Alaska, but excluding 
Hawaii; and (2) campers and camper 
coaches , in initial movements, in truck¬ 
away service, from points in Arkansas, 
to points in the United States, including 
Alaska, but excluding Hawaii. 

HEARING: December 6, 1963, at the 
Arkansas Commerce Commission, Jus¬ 
tice Building, State Capitol, Little Rock, 
Ark., before Examiner Lyle C. Farmer. 

No. MC 104654 (Sub-No. 133), filed 
September 9, 1963. Applicant: COM¬ 
MERCIAL TRANSPORT, INC., Post 
Office Box 297, Belleville, Ill. Appli¬ 
cant’s attorney: James E. Wilson, Per¬ 
petual Building, 1111 E Street NW., 
Washington 4, D.C. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier , by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- 
mg; Petroleum products , in bulk, in tank 
vehicles from Indianapolis, Ind., and 
Points within twenty (20) miles thereof, 

nd Brookston, Ind., and points within 

T enty-fiv e (25) miles thereof, to points 


\ikm AI 1 ING: Dec ember 9, 1963 , at the 
Jhdland Hotel, Chicago, Ill., before 
J omt Board No. 21 . 

tnhi°* ¥, C 105813 (Sub-No. 105), filed Oc- 
TRtt™ 4 A 1963 - Applicant: BELFORD 
2 ^? C c ?P n G CO., INC., 1299 Northwest 
street, Miaml 42, Fla. Authority 
n to operate as a common carrier, by 
trar!cr> v ^ hicle > ov er irregular routes, 
Dm/ P( i rting: Meai an d packinghouse 
sim? £ * as descri bed by the Commis- 
Lu“l “ Appendix I, 61 M.C.C. 209, from 
Dointc •’ Mlnn - antl Sioux City, Iowa, to 
Louisa m Alabama, Florida, Georgia, 
and ^ ^ Mlssissippi - North Carolina, 
Tho H° Uth Carolina. RESTRICTION: 

r estricte V d Ce to at th i0UX City ’ l0Wa ’ wiU be 
from , t0 the movement of traffic 

Pork p? plant site °f Sioux City Dressed 
Mth tra ffi Pany m °ving in mixed loads 
affic originating at Luverne, Minn. 

Common control may be involved. 

c -S E Cm,rT G; Novemb er 7, 1963, at the 
fore w" trooms . Sioux City, Iowa, be- 
Nn in« mer John S. Messer. 

15 19M 665 ? <Sub - No - filed August 
MA’nrnTA T Applicant: MACHINERY & 
Gibson CORPORATION, 3200 

n Transfer Road, Hammond, Ind. 
No. 212.-8 


Applicant’s attorney: David Axelrod, 39 
South La Salle Street, Chicago 3, HI. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier , by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Haydite (ground 
cinder shale), in bulk, in dump trucks, 
from Danville, Ill., to points in Wisconsin 
and Michigan. 

HEARING: December 6, 1963, at the 
Midland Hotel, Chicago, Ill., before Ex¬ 
aminer Richard H. Roberts. 

No. MC 106657 (Sub-No. 10), filed Au¬ 
gust 15, 1963. Applicant: MACHINERY 
& MATERIALS CORPORATION, 3200 
Gibson Transfer Road, Hammond, Ind. 
Applicant’s attorney: David Axelrod, 39 
South La Salle Street, Chicago 3, Ill. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier , by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Coal tar pitch , in 
bulk, in dump trucks, from Gary, Ind., 
to points in Wisconsin, Iowa, Ohio, Penn¬ 
sylvania, Michigan, Minnesota, Missouri, 
and Kentucky. 

HEARING: December 6, 1963, at the 
Midland Hotel, Chicago, Ill., before Ex¬ 
aminer Richard H. Roberts. 

No. MC 107012 (Sub-No. 57), filed Sep¬ 
tember 11, 1963. Applicant: NORTH 
AMERICAN VAN LINES, INC., Post Of¬ 
fice Box 988, Fort Wayne, Ind. Appli¬ 
cant’s attorney: Martin A. Weissert 
(same address as applicant). Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Furniture , uncrated, be¬ 
tween Erlanger, Ky., on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in Alabama, 
Arizona, Arkansas, California, Colorado, 
Florida, Georgia, Idaho, Iowa, Kansas, 
Kentucky, Louisiana, Minnesota, Missis¬ 
sippi, Montana, Nebraska, Nevada, New 
Mexico, North Carolina, North Dakota, 
Oklahoma, Oregon, South Carolina, 
South Dakota, Tennessee, Texas, Utah, 
Virginia, Washington, and Wyoming. 

Note: Applicant states it “has been trans¬ 
porting the commodities of the supporting 
shipper for several years from Erlanger, Ken¬ 
tucky to all the named states, under exist¬ 
ing authority. The purpose of this applica¬ 
tion is to eliminate circuitous routing 
through gateways and to allow applicant to 
transport furniture back to Erlanger.” Com¬ 
mon control may be involved. 

HEARING: December 10, 1963, in 
Room 712, Federal Building, Cincinnati, 
Ohio, before Examiner William J. Cave. 

No. MC 108053 (Sub-No. 54), filed 
August 8, 1963. Applicant: LITTLE 
AUDREY’S TRANSPORTATION COM¬ 
PANY, INC., Post Office Box 709, Fre¬ 
mont, Nebr. Applicant’s attorney: David 
Axelrod, 39 South La Salle Street, Chi¬ 
cago 3, Ill. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Food 
products, from the sites of the plants of 
Oscar Mayer & Co. at Madison, Wis., and 
Davenport, Iowa, to points in Arizona, 
Colorado, Idaho, Kansas, Montana, Ne¬ 
vada, Utah, and Wyoming. 

HEARING: December 5, 1963, at the 
Midland Hotel, Chicago, Ill., before Ex¬ 
aminer Richard H. Roberts. 

No. MC 108207 (Sub-No. 118), filed 
August 14, 1963. Applicant: FROZEN 
FOOD EXPRESS, 318 Cadiz Street, Dal¬ 
las, Tex. Applicant’s attorney: Leroy 
Hallman, First National Bank Building, 
Dallas 2, Tex. Authority sought to op¬ 


erate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Food, food preparations, foodstuffs, 
confections, and confectionery products, 
from Dallas, Tex., commercial zone 
points to points in Arizona, Arkansas, 
California, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kan¬ 
sas, Louisiana, Mississippi, Missouri, Ne¬ 
braska, New Mexico, Oklahoma, and 
Memphis, Tenn. 

HEARING: December 2, 1963, in Room 
1620, New Federal Building, 1520 Market 
Street, St. Louis, Mo., before Examiner 
Samuel Horwich. 

No. MC 108207 (Sub-No. 125), filed 
September 27, 1963. Applicant: FRO¬ 
ZEN FOOD EXPRESS, a corporation, 318 
Cadiz Street, Dallas, Tex. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Coconuts and/or pine¬ 
apples in mixed shipments with "bananas, 
from points in Louisiana, to points in In¬ 
diana, Iowa, Kansas, Minnesota, Mis¬ 
souri, Nebraska, Oklahoma, Texas, and 
Illinois. 

HEARING: December 16, 1963, at the 
Federal Office Building, 701 Loyola Ave¬ 
nue, New Orleans, La., before Examiner 
Lyle C. Farmer. 

No. MC 108207 (Sub-No. 126), filed Oc¬ 
tober 7, 1963. Applicant: FROZEN 

FOOD EXPRESS, 318 Cadiz Street, Dal¬ 
las, Tex. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Meats, 
meat products and meat byproducts and 
articles distributed by meat packing¬ 
houses, from Miami, Okla., and Carthage, 
Mo., to points in Kansas, Minnesota, Wis¬ 
consin, Nebraska, and Iowa. 

HEARING: December 9, 1963, at the 
Pickwick Motor Inn, McGee and 10th 
Streets, Kansas City, Mo., before Exam¬ 
iner Samuel Horwich. 

No. MC 109302 (Sub-No. 2), filed Sep¬ 
tember 17, 1963. Applicant: FRANK¬ 
LIN’S TRANSFER AND STORAGE, 
INC., Post Office Box 1226, Medford, 
Oreg. Applicant’s attorney: William B. 
Adams, Pacific Building, Portland 4, 
Oreg. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: General 
commodities (except class A explosives 
as defined by the Commission), between 
points in Josephine and Jackson Coun¬ 
ties, Oreg. 

Note: Applicant states that it already holds 
certain authority including general commod¬ 
ities and household goods in Jackson County, 
but does not seek duplicating authority. 
The purpose of this application is to com¬ 
plement the present authority. 

HEARING: December 12, 1963, at the 
Interstate Commerce Commission Hear¬ 
ing Room, 410 SW., 10th Avenue, Port¬ 
land, Oreg., before Joint Board No. 172, 
or, if the Joint Board waives its right to 
participate before Examiner Lacy W. 
Hinely. 

No. MC 109307 (Sub-No. 14), filed 
April 18, 1963. Applicant: THE KAN- 
SAS-ARIZONA MOTOR EXPRESS, 
INC., 2630 M> West Beverly Blvd., Monte¬ 
bello, Calif. Applicant’s attorney: Ar¬ 
thur L. Claussen, 303 New England 
Building, Topeka, Kans. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier , 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
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transporting: Meat, meat products and 
meat byproducts, dairy products and 
articles distributed by meat packing¬ 
houses, as described in Appendix I to the 
report in Descriptions in Motor Carrier 
Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766, from 
plant sites of John Morrell and Company 
at Ottumwa, Iowa, and Sioux Palls, S. 
Dak., to points in Arizona, and exempt 
commodities, on return. 

Note: Applicant states it presently holds 
authority to “serve certain destination points 
in the State of Arizona. The purpose of 
this application is to seek all points in Ari¬ 
zona in addition to the presently held au¬ 
thority in other States.” The service pro¬ 
posed above will be performed under con¬ 
tract with John Morrell and Company. 

HEARING: December 17, 1963, at the 
Hotel Pick-Kansan, Topeka, Kans., be¬ 
fore Examiner Samuel Horwich. 

No. MC 109397 (Sub-No. 75), filed 
September 9, 1963. Applicant: TRI¬ 
STATE MOTOR TRANSIT CO., a cor¬ 
poration, Post Office Box 113, Joplin, Mo. 
Applicant’s attorney: Max G. Morgan, 
443-54 American National Building, Ok¬ 
lahoma City 2, Okla. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Source, special nuclear and by¬ 
product materials, radioactive materials, 
and associated materials, between the 
port of entry on the international bound¬ 
ary between the United States and 
Canada at or near Sault Sainte Marie, 
Mich., and the National Reactor Testing 
Station, Arco, Idaho. 

HEARING: December 5, 1963, at the 
offices of the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C., before Ex¬ 
aminer Isadore Freidson. 

No. MC 109497 (Sub-No. 9), filed Sep¬ 
tember 4,1963. Applicant: A. F. COMER 
TRANSPORT SERVICE, INC., Rocky 
Mount, N.C. Applicant’s attorney: Ed¬ 
ward G. Villalon, Perpetual Building, 
1111 E Street NW, Washington 4, D.C. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Liquid fertilizer, 
fertilizer materials, and anhydrous am¬ 
monia, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from 
points in North Carolina to points in 
Virginia. 

HEARING: December 5, 1963, at the 
U.S. Courtrooms, Uptown Post Office 
Building, Raleigh, N.C., before Joint 
Board No. 7. 

No. MC 109533 (Sub-No. 16), filed 
September 23, 1963. Applicant: OVER- 
NITE TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, 
a corporation, 1100 Ninth Street Road, 
Richmond, Va. Applicant’s attorney: 
William T. Croft, Federal Bar Building, 
1815 H Street NW., Washington 6, D.C. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over reg¬ 
ular routes, transporting: General com¬ 
modities (except dangerous explosives, 
household goods as defined by the Com¬ 
mission, liquids in bulk, and commodities 
the transportation of which requires the 
use of special equipment because of size 
or weight), (1) between Norlina, N.C., 
and Virginia Beach, Va., from Norlina, 
N.C., over U.S. Highway 158 to Mur¬ 
freesboro, N.C., thence over U.S. High¬ 
way 258 to Franklin, Va., thence over 
U.S. Highway 58 to Virginia Beach, Va., 


and return over the same route, serving 
all intermediate points and the off-route 
points of Newport News and Hampton, 
Va., and (2) between Durham, N.C., and 
Roanoke Rapids, N.C., from Durham, 
N.C., over U.S. Highway 70 to Raleigh, 
N.C., thence over U.S. Highway 401 to 
Louisburg, N.C., thence over North Car¬ 
olina Highway 561 to Brinkleyville, N.C., 
thence over North Carolina Highway 48 
to Roanoke Rapids, N.C., and return over 
the same route, serving all intermediate 
points and the off-route points of New¬ 
port News and Hampton, Va. 

Note: Applicant states no duplicate au¬ 
thority is sought in this proceeding and it 
will have no objection to the imposition 
of a restriction to the effect that any au¬ 
thority granted in this proceeding and any 
irregular-route authority presently held be¬ 
tween the same points shall be deemed to 
constitute a single operating right, and 
that the regular- and irregular-route au¬ 
thority to the extent it authorizes service 
between the same points shall not be sever¬ 
able by sale or otherwise. Or alternatively, 
applicant will have no objection to a re¬ 
quirement that it request cancellation of 
presently held irregular-route authority be¬ 
tween any two points both of which may 
be served under regular-route authority 
granted herein. It is further noted com¬ 
mon control may be involved. 

HEARING: December 2, 1963, at the 
U.S. Courtrooms, Uptown Post Office 
Building, Raleigh, N.C., before Joint 
Board No. 7. 

No. MC 110193 (Sub-No. 50) (AMEND¬ 
MENT), filed March 24, 1963, published 
Federal Register issue April 17, 1963, 
amended October 21, 1963, and repub¬ 
lished as amended this issue. Applicant: 
SAFEWAY TRUCK LINES, INC., 4625 
West 55th Street, Chicago, Ill. Appli¬ 
cant’s attorney: Duane W. Acklie, Box 
2028, Lincoln, Nebr. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing : Meats, meat products, meat byprod¬ 
ucts, dairy products, and articles distrib¬ 
uted by meat packinghouses, as described 
in sections A, B, and C of Appendix I to 
the report in Descriptions in Motor Car¬ 
rier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209, 766 (ex¬ 
cept commodities in bulk, in tank vehi¬ 
cles), from Spencer, Iowa, to points in 
Connecticut, Massachusetts, Rhode Is¬ 
land, New York, New Jersey, Pennsyl¬ 
vania, Maryland, Delaware, Virginia, 
West Virginia, and the District of Co¬ 
lumbia. 

Note: The purpose of this republication 
is to substitute the origin and destination 
points as above in lieu of those shown in the 
previous publication. 

HEARING: December 2, 1963, at the 
Old Federal Office Building, in room 401, 
Des Moines, Iowa, before Examiner Jairs 
Kaplan. 

No. MC 110420 (Sub-No. 332), filed 
August 6, 1963. Applicant: QUALITY 
CARRIERS, INC., Post Office Box 339, 
Burlington, Wis. Applicant’s attorney: 
Charles W. Singer, 33 North La Salle 
Street, Chicago 2, Ill. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing : Liquid chemicals and processed oils, 
in bulk, in tank vehicles, from Carpen- 
tersville, Ill., to points in Florida, Geor¬ 
gia, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Kentucky. 
Michigan, Minnesota, Montana, Missouri, 


Ohio, Tennessee, Wisconsin, Colorado, 
Nebraska, North Dakota, South Dakota, 
New Mexico, Texas, Oklahoma, Arkan¬ 
sas, Louisiana, Mississippi, and Alabama. 

HEARING: December 2, 1963, at the 
Midland Hotel, Chicago, Ill., before Ex¬ 
aminer Richard H. Roberts. 

No. MC 110525 (Sub-No. 603), filed 
September 20, 1963. Applicant: CHEM¬ 
ICAL LEAMAN TANK LINES, INC., 520 
East Lancaster Avenue, Downingtown, 
Pa. Applicant’s attorney: Leonard A. 
Jaskiewicz, Munsey Building, Washing¬ 
ton 4, D.C. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Fly 
ash, in bulk, in tank and hopper vehicles, 
(1) from Williamsport and Cumberland, 
Md., to points in West Virginia, Virginia, 
and Pennsylvania, and (2) from River¬ 
ton, Va., to points in West Virginia, 
Maryland and Pennsylvania. 

HEARING: December 3, 1963, at the 
offices of the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C., before Ex¬ 
aminer Gordon M. Callow. 

No. MC 110698 (Sub-No. 257), filed 
September 12, 1963. Applicant: RYDER 
TANK LINE, INC., Winston Salem Road 
(Post Office Box 457), Greensboro, N.C. 
Applicant’s attorney: Reagan Sayers, 
Century Life Building, Fort Worth 2, 
Tex. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Liquid 
petroleum products, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from Gretna, La., to points in 
California, and rejected and returned 
shipments, of the commodities specified 
above, on return. 

Note: Common control may be involved. 

HEARING: December 18, 1963, at the 
Federal Office Building, 701 Loyola Ave¬ 
nue, New Orleans, La., before Examiner 
Lyle C. Farmer. 

No. MC 110698 (Sub-No. 258), filed 
September 16, 1963. Applicant: RYDER 
TANK LINE, INC., Winston-Salem Road 
(Post Office Box 457), Greensboro, N.C. 
Applicant’s attorney: Reagan Sayers, 
Century Life Building, Fort Worth 2, 
Tex. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: on 
well treating compound and petroleum 
treating compound, in bulk, in tank ve¬ 
hicles, from Richmond, Rosenberg, ana 
Sugarland, Tex., to points in Texas, New 
Mexico, Louisiana, Arkansas, Oklahoma, 
Kansas, Colorado, Wyoming, Montana, 
North Dakota, South Dakota, MississipP » 
Arizona, Utah, Nebraska, Illinois, Ken¬ 
tucky, Indiana, and Michigan, and r - 
jected and damaged shipments, o 
return. 

Note: Common control may be involved. 

HEARING: December 9, 1963, at the 
Texas State Hotel, Houston, Tex., hei 
Examiner Lyle C. Farmer. . 

No. MC 110988 (Sub-No. 77), filed 
gust 1, 1963. Applicant: KAMR 

TRANSIT, INC., 200 West Cecil bu 
Neenah, Wis. Applicant’s atioin • 
Harry C. Ames, Jr., Transport^ 1 
Building, Washington 6, D.C. Autho 
sought to operate as a common car > 
by motor vehicle, over irregular i° ’ 
transporting: Chemicals, in bulk, m 
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vehicles, from Lemont, Ill., to points in 

Wisconsin. 

HEARING: December 11, 1963, at the 
Midland Hotel, Chicago, Ill., before Joint 

Board No. 13. 

No. MC 111812 (Sub-No. 214), filed 
August 1, 1963. Applicant: MIDWEST 
COAST TRANSPORT, INC., Post Office 
Box 747, Wilson Terminal Building, Sioux 
Falls, S. Dak. Applicant’s attorney: 
Donald L. Stern, 924 City National Bank 
Building, Omaha 2, Nebr. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Frozen pies and frozen 
bakery products, from Saugatuck, Mich., 
to points in Iowa, South Dakota, North 
Dakota, Nebraska, Colorado, Idaho, Mon¬ 
tana. Wisconsin, Minnesota, Wyoming, 
and Utah. 

HEARING: December 4, 1963, at the 
Midland Hotel, Chicago, Ill., before Ex¬ 
aminer Richard H. Roberts. 

No. MC 111812 (Sub-No. 220), filed 
August 21, 1963. Applicant: MIDWEST 
COAST TRANSPORT, INC., Post Office 
Box 747, Wilson Terminal Building, Sioux 
Palls, S. Dak. Applicant’s attorney: 
Donald L. Stern, 924 City National Bank 
Building, Omaha 2, Nebr. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Petroleum and petroleum 
products, in containers, as described in 
Appendix XHI to Ex Parte MC-45, from 
Petrolia, Karns City, Warren, North 
Warren, and Stoneham, Pa., to (1) 
Points in North Dakota, South Dakota, 
Nebraska, Kansas, Arkansas, Missouri, 
Iowa, Minnesota, and Wisconsin, and (2) 
Chicago, Ill. 

r A PPhcant states (2) above will be 
^stneted to drop-off of part loads, the re¬ 
mainder of which is destined to points in 
vo h Ve * Common control may be in¬ 


nH E A RING: December 2, 1963, at the 
Pittsburgh Hilton Hotel, Pittsburgh, Pa., 
^tore Examiner William J. Cave, 
ifi io^ C 111897 (Sub-No. 6), filed July 
rmlr 88 ; Applicant: HIX TRUCKING 
INC., 633 North Elm Street, 
Jamf le T Ce ini Ga ‘ Applicant’s attorney: 
^tnes L. Flemister, 1652 Pelham Road 
.. AtlMite, Ga * Authority sought to 
vehini 85 a common carrier, by motor 
ina. r’ 0v ^ r irre ^ ula r routes, transport- 
JL Lu ™ ber (except plywood and ve- 
bamo . ween Points in Florida, Ala- 

^r d Ge ° rgia s ° uth ° f u - s - H ^ h - 

Qeomf December 17 > 1963, at the 
wJ^n„F Ubllc Service commission, 244 
lore Tn g ^ Street SW ‘> Atlanta, Ga., be- 
Join t Board No. 99. 

August iqco 020 (Sub “ No * 205), filed 
CIAT ^S; 1963, Applicant: COMMER- 

S^^ NSPORT ’ INC ’ 1030 

thoritv e St t et ’ Fort Worth, Tex. Au- 
ea rrier h Ugb ^ operate as a common 
routes* f 7 mot °r vehicle, over irregular 
and : Liquid chemicals 

hlcies^T oils in bulk, m tank ve- 
in Arkan^ Car Pentersville, Ill., to points 
Ke htucTv^ C i?. l0rad0, Indiana ’ Kansas, 
!owa m/’ ^ lcbl ^ an » Missouri, Montana, 
Texas ^ ^ exico > Ohio, Oklahoma, and 

Common control may be involved. 


HEARING : December 2, 1963, at the 
Midland Hotel, Chicago, Ill., before Ex¬ 
aminer Richard H. Roberts. 

No. MC 112497 (Sub-No. 212), filed 
September 9, 1963. Applicant: HEARIN 
TANK LINES, INC., 6440 Rawlins Street, 
Baton Rouge, La. Applicant’s attorney: 
Harry C. Ames, Jr., Transportation 
Building, Washington 6, D.C. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Liquid aluminum sulfate, 
in bulk, in tank vehicles, from Bastrop 
and Springhill, La., to points in Alabama, 
Arkansas, Mississippi, Oklahoma, Ten¬ 
nessee, and Texas. 

HEARING: December 19, 1963, at the 
Federal Office Building, 701 Loyola Ave¬ 
nue, New Orleans, La., before Examiner 
Lyle C. Farmer. 

No. MC 112617 (Sub-No. 142), filed 
April 29, 1963. Applicant: LIQUID 

TRANSPORTERS, INC., Post Office Box 
5135, Cherokee Station, Louisville 5, Ky. 
Applicant’s attorney: Leonard A. Jaskie- 
wicz, Munsey Building, Washington, D.C. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier , by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Fluorspar, dry, in 
bulk, from Cave in Rock, Ill., and points 
within ten (10) miles thereof, to points 
in Alabama, Arkansas, Illinois, Indiana, 
Iowa, Kansas, Kentucky, Michigan, Min¬ 
nesota, Mississippi, Missouri, Ohio, Okla¬ 
homa, Pennsylvania, Tennessee, West 
Virginia, and Wisconsin. 

HEARING: December 6, 1963, in Room 
1620, New Federal Building, 1520 Market 
Street, St. Louis, Mo., before Examiner 
Samuel Horwich. 

No. MC 113024 (Sub-No. 39), filed 
September 30, 1963. Applicant: AR¬ 
LINGTON J. WILLIAMS, INC., 152 
Killoran Drive, New Castle, Del. Ap¬ 
plicant’s attorney: Samuel W. Earn- 
shaw, 983 National Press Building, 
Washington 4, D.C. Authority sought 
to operate as a contract carrier, by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Clothing, dry goods, drugs, 
toilet preparations, materials and sup¬ 
plies used in production and distribution 
of seum and latex products, including 
packing and packaging materials there¬ 
for, and empty trailers, (1) between La 
Grange and Manchester, Ga. and La¬ 
fayette, Ala., on the one hand, and, on 
the other, Atlanta, Ga., and (2) between 
La Grange, Manchester, Newnan, and 
Atlanta, Ga. and Lafayette, Ala., on the 
one hand, and on the other, Austell, Ga. 

Note : Applicant states the proposed opera¬ 
tion will be for the account of International 
Latex Corporation, Sarong, Inc., and South¬ 
ern Latex Corporation. 

HEARING : December 16, 1963, at the 
Georgia Public Service Commission, 244 
Washington Street SW., Atlanta, Ga., 
before Joint Board No. 157. 

No. MC 113362 (Sub-No. 27), filed 
July 30,1963. Applicant: ELLSWORTH 
FREIGHT LINES, INC., 220 East Broad¬ 
way, Eagle Grove, Iowa. Applicant’s 
attorney: Marshall D. Becker, 924 City 
National Bank Building, Omaha 2, Nebr. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Petroleum 
and petroleum products, as described in 


Appendix XIII, Ex Parte MC-45, in De¬ 
scriptions in Motor Carrier Certificates 
in containers, from Petrolia, Karns City 
Warren, North Warren, and Stoneham 
Pa., to (1) points in North Dakota, South 
Dakota, Nebraska, Kansas, Arkansas, 
Missouri, Iowa, Minnesota, and Wiscon¬ 
sin, and (2) Chicago, Ill. 

Note: Applicant states destination in (2) 
above will be restricted to drop-off of part 
loads, the remainder of which will be de¬ 
stined to points named in (1) above. 

HEARING: December 2, 1963, at the 
Pittsburgh Hilton Hotel, Pittsburgh, Pa., 
before Examiner William J. Cave. 

No. MC 113362 (Sub-No. 28), filed 
August 16, 1963. Applicant: ELLS¬ 

WORTH FREIGHT LINES, INC., 220 
East Broadway, Eagle Grove, Iowa. Ap¬ 
plicant’s attorney: Donald L. Stern, 
924 City National Bank Building, Omaha 
2, Nebr. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Corru¬ 
gated cartons and boxes from Reno, Pa., 
to Chicago, Ill. and points in the Chicago, 
Ill., commercial zone. 

HEARING: December 5, 1963, at the 
Pittsburgh Hilton Hotel, Pittsburgh, Pa., 
before Examiner William J. Cave. 

No. MC 113362 (Sub-No. 30), filed Sep¬ 
tember 24, 1963. Applicant: ELLS¬ 

WORTH FREIGHT LINES, INC., Eagle 
Grove, Iowa. Applicant’s attorney: 
Stephen Robinson, 412 Equitable Build¬ 
ing, Des Moines, Iowa. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Dairy products as de¬ 
scribed in section B of Appendix I to the 
report in Descriptions in Motor Carrier 
Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209, including 
cheese food, cheese food products, dry 
milk, and dry milk products, from Min¬ 
neapolis, St. Paul, Clarkfield, Albert Lea, 
Faribault, and New Richland, Minn., and 
Plymouth, Kiel, Spencer, Manitowoc, 
Jim Falls, and Marshfield, Wis. to points 
in Pennsylvania, New York, New Jersey, 
Maryland, Delaware, and the District 
of Columbia. RESTRICTION: Applicant 
states that the proposed service from 
Wisconsin points will be restricted to 
complete loading after prior movement 
from a Minnesota point above named. 

HEARING: December 12, 1963, at the 
offices of the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C., before Ex¬ 
aminer Francis A. Welch. 

No. MC 113627 (Sub-No. 1) (COR¬ 
RECTION), filed August 27, 1963, pub¬ 
lished Federal Register issue of October 
16, 1963, and republished, as corrected, 
this issue. Applicant: BARNETT 
MOTOR TRANSPORTATION, INC., 85 
Kendall Street, New Haven, Conn. Ap¬ 
plicant’s attorney: A. Alvis Layne, 
Pennsylvania Building, Washington 4, 
D.C. Authority sought to operate as a 
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Concrete 
products and materials and supplies used 
in the manufacture and installation 
thereof, between Rochester and Buffalo, 
N.Y., Newington and New Haven, Conn., 
Boundbrook, East Brunswick, and Whar¬ 
ton, N.J., Perryman and Branchville, 
Md., and Worcester, Mass., on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in Maine, 
New Hampshire, Massachusetts, Rhode 
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Island, Connecticut, New York, New 
Jersey, Pennsylvania, Maryland, Dela¬ 
ware, Ohio, Vermont, and the District 
of Columbia. 

Note: The purpose of this republication is 
to designate “East Brunswick, N.J.” as an 
origin point in lieu of “East New Brunswick, 
N.J.” as previously published. 

HEARING : Remains as assigned No¬ 
vember 18, 1963, at the offices of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Washington, D.C., before Examiner 
James Anton. 

No. MC 113828 (Sub-No. 49), filed 
October 15, 1963. Applicant: O’BOYLE 
TANK LINES, INCORPORATED, 4848 
Cordell Avenue, Washington 14, D.C. 
Applicant’s attorney: William P. Sul¬ 
livan, 1825 Jefferson Place NW., Wash¬ 
ington 36, D.C. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Mineral filler and dolomitic lime- 
stone , in bulk, in tank and hopper type 
vehicles, from points in Botetourt 
County, Va., to points in North Carolina, 
South Carolina, Georgia, and West 
Virginia. 

HEARING: November 14, 1963, at the 
Federal Building, 400 North Eighth 
Street, Richmond, Va., before Examiner 
Albert E. Luttrell. 

No. MC 114098 (Sub-No. 44), filed 
September 17, 1963. Applicant: LOW- 
THER TRUCKING COMPANY, a corpo¬ 
ration, 521 Penman Street, Post Office 
Box 2115, Charlotte 1, N.C. Applicant’s 
attorney: James E. Wilson, Perpetual 
Building, 1111 E Street NW., Washing¬ 
ton 4, D.C. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Iron and steel products, on flatbed trail¬ 
ers, from Avis, Pa., to points in Arkansas, 
Florida, Georgia, North Carolina, South 
Carolina, and Oklahoma. 

HEARING: December 11, 1963, at the 
offices of the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C., before Ex¬ 
aminer Richard A. White. 

No. MC 114211 (Sub-No. 37), filed Sep¬ 
tember 12, 1963. Applicant: WARREN 
TRANSPORT, INC., Post Office Box 420, 
Waterloo, Iowa. Applicant’s attorney: 
Charles W. Singer, 33 North La Salle 
Street, Suite 3600, Chicago 2, Ill. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Fertilizer spread¬ 
ers, bulk handling equipment and at¬ 
tachments therefor, from Benson, Minn., 
to points in the United States (except 
Hawaii and Alaska), and rejected ship¬ 
ments, on return. 

HEARING: December 10, 1963, in 
Room B-29, Federal Building and U.S. 
Courthouse, 110 South Fourth Street, 
Minneapolis, Minn., before Examiner 
Richard H. Roberts. 

No. MC 115331 (Sub-No. 63), filed Oc¬ 
tober 21, 1963. Applicant: TRUCK 

TRANSPORT, INC., 707 Market Street, 
:St. Louis, Mo. Applicant’s attorney: 
Thomas F. Kilroy, 1815 H Street NW., 
Washington, D.C. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Dry bulk commodities (except 
cement), from points in Illinois, on and 
south of U.S. Highway 36, to points in 


that part of Missouri located on and 
south of U.S. Highway 36, on and east 
of U.S. Highway 63, and on and north 
of U.S. Highway 60, and empty containers 
or other such incidental facilities (not 
specified) used in transporting the above 
commodities, on return. 

HEARING: November 4, 1963, at the 
U.S. Court and Custom House, 1114 Mar¬ 
ket Street, St. Loius, Mo., before Joint 
Board No. 135. 

No. MC 115841 (Sub-No. 144), filed 
July 29, 1963. Applicant: COLONIAL 
REFRIGERATED TRANSPORTATION, 
INC., 1215 Bankhead Highway West, Post 
Office Box 2169, Birmingham, Ala. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Meats, meat prod¬ 
ucts, meat byproducts, dairy products, 
and articles distributed by meat pack¬ 
inghouses, as described in sections A, B 
and C, Appendix I in Descriptions in 
Motor Carrier Certificates, from Troy, 
Ohio, A,o points in Tennessee, Arkansas, 
and Oklahoma. 

HEARING: December 12, 1963, in 

Room 712, Federal Building, Cincinnati, 
Ohio, before Examiner William J. Cave. 

No. MC 115931 (Sub-No. 6), filed July 
15, 1963. Applicant: BABCOCK & LEE 
TRANSPORTATION, INC., 1002 Third 
Avenue North, Billings, Mont. Appli¬ 
cant’s attorney: Clinton J. Hansen, 608- 
616 Hennessy Building, Butte, Mont. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Ground limestone 
and calcium carbonate, in bulk and in 
bags, from Warren, Mont., to points in 
Idaho. 

Note : Applicant states it proposes to trans¬ 
port exempt agricultural commodities, on 
return. Common control may be involved. 

HEARING: December 18, 1963, at the 
Yellowstone County Court House, Bill¬ 
ings, Mont., before Joint Board No. 269, 
or, if the Joint Board waives its right 
to participate, before Examiner Richard 
H. Roberts. 

No. MC 116273 (Sub-No. 17), filed Sep¬ 
tember 6, 1963. Applicant: D & L 
TRANSPORTS, INC., 3800 South Lar¬ 
amie Avenue, Cicero, Ill. Applicant’s at¬ 
torney: David Axelrod, 39 South La Salle 
Street, Chicago 3, Ill. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Coal tar, in bulk, in tank vehicles, 
from Chicago, Ill., to Milwaukee, Wis. 

HEARING: December 10, 1963, at the 
Midland Hotel, Chicago, Ill., before Joint 
Board No. 17. 

No. MC 116474 (Sub-No. 2), filed Oc¬ 
tober 7, 1963. Applicant: LEAVITTS 
FREIGHT SERVICE, INC., Route 1, 
Box 170B, Springfield, Oreg. Applicant’s 
attorney: Earle V. White, Fifth Avenue 
Building, 2130 Southwest Fifth Avenue, 
Portland 1, Oreg. Authority sought to 
operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans¬ 
porting: Laminated wood products, pre¬ 
fabricated wooden timbers, trusses, and 
beams, and lumber and accessories used 
in the erection, construction, and com¬ 
pletion of the foregoing when shipped 
therewith, from Drain, Oreg., to points 
in California. 


HEARING: December 10, 1963, at the 
Interstate Commerce Commission Hear¬ 
ing Room, 410 Southwest 10th Avenue, 
Portland, Oreg., before Joint Board No. 
151, or, if the Joint Board waives its right 
to participate, before Examiner Lacy W. 
Hinely. 

No. MC 116544 (Sub-No. 44) , filed Sep¬ 
tember 9, 1963. Applicant: WILSON 
BROTHERS TRUCK LINE, INC., 700 
East Fairview Avenue, Carthage, Mo. 
Applicant’s attorneys: Harry Ross, 
Warner Building, Washington 4, D.C., 
and Robert R. Hendon, 4000 Tunlaw 
Road NW., Washington 7, D.C. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a common car¬ 
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Meats, meat prod¬ 
ucts and meat byproducts, dairy products 
and articles distributed by meat pack¬ 
inghouses, as described in sections A, B 
and C of Appendix I to the report in 
Descriptions in Motor Carrier Cer¬ 
tificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766, from 
Miami, Okla., and Carthage, Mo., to 
points in Kansas, Minnesota, and Wis¬ 
consin, and empty containers or other 
such incidental facilities (not specified) 
used in transporting the above-specified 
commodities, on return. 

HEARING: December 9, 1963, at the 
Pickwick Motor Inn, McGee and 10th 
Street, Kansas City, Mo., before Exam¬ 
iner Samuel Horwich. 

No. MC 116702 (Sub-No. 24), filed Sep¬ 
tember 24, 1963. Applicant: THAD- 
DEUS A. GORSKI, doing business as 
GORSKI BULK TRANSPORT, Box 700, 
Harrow, Ontario, Canada. Applicants 
attorney: Eugene C. Ewald, Suite 1700, 1 
Woodward Avenue, Detroit 26, Mich. 
Authority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Wallboard, turn¬ 
ing boards consisting of boards, ceiling 
or wall (made of fiberboard or pulp- 
board), painted, enamelled or lacquered, 
or not painted, lacquered or enarneuea, 
and boards or sheets, fiat, consisting oj 
wood shavings, wood chips, wood paw* 
cles, with added resin binder not exceed¬ 
ing 10 percent by weight, compresse ^ 
from the ports of entry on the in J' era *‘J 
tional boundary line between the umw 
States and Canada located at; r 
Huron, Detroit, and Sault Ste. Ma • 
Mich., to points in the Lower Peninsuw 
of Michigan, on traffic originating 
Canada, and returned shipments, oi 
commodities specified above, on ret 

Note: Applicant states the proposed ser^ 
ice will be for the account of Abitibi 
& Paper Co., Ltd. 

HEARING: December 16, 1963, at 
Federal Building, Lansing, Mich., oew 
Joint Board No. 163. _ , Qp0- 

No. MC 116817 (Sub-No. 
tember 23, 1963. Applicant: GL*£ 
COLE, 312 East Fifth Street, NeW ,^ ive 

mond, Wis. Applicant’s represents^ ( 
A. R. Fowler, 2288 University Avenue, 
Paul 14, Minn. Authority sought w ye . 
erate as a common carrier, by m t j n g; 
hide, over irregular routes, transp 
(1) Manufactured feed ingredient , ^ 
points in Freeborn and Mower C “ (2 ) 
Minn., to New Richmond, Wis.. jj e(f 
animal and poultry feeds, no p # . 
Richmond, Wis., to points in , b ° u ‘ xce pt 
kota east of the Missouri River, 
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points in Brookings, Kingsbury, Lake, 
Lincoln, McCook, Miner, Minnehaha, 
Moody, Turner, and Roberts Counties, 
g Dok 

HEARING: December 12, 1963, in 
Room B-29, Federal Building and U.S. 
Courthouse, 110 South Fourth Street, 
Minneapolis, Minn., before Joint Board 
No. 303, or if the Joint Board waives its 
right to participate, before Examiner 
Richard H. Roberts. 

No. MC 117119 (Sub-No. 102), filed Au¬ 
gust 26, 1963. Applicant: WILLIS 

SHAW FROZEN EXPRESS, INC., Elm 
Springs, Ark. Applicant’s attorneys: 
John H. Joyce, 26 North College, Fa¬ 
yetteville, Ark., and A. Alvis Layne, Penn¬ 
sylvania Building, Washington 4, D.C. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Prepared 
foodstuffs, in vehicles equipped with me¬ 
chanical refrigeration, from New Albany, 
Ind., and Cincinnati, Ohio to points in 
Alabama, Arkansas, Georgia, Illinois, In¬ 
diana, Iowa, Kansas, Kentucky, Louisi¬ 
ana, Michigan, Mississippi, Missouri, 
Minnesota, Montana, Nebraska, New 
York, North Dakota, North Carolina, 
Ohio, Pennsylvania, South Carolina, 
South Dakota, Tennessee, Virginia, West 
Virginia, and Wisconsin. 

HEARING : December 11, 1963, in 
Room B-29, Federal Building and U.S. 
Courthouse, 110 South Fourth Street, 
Minneapolis, Minn., before Examiner 
Richard H. Roberts. 

No. MC 117344 (Sub-No. 104), filed 
June 7, 1963. Applicant: THE MAX¬ 
WELL CO., 10380 Evendale Drive, Cin¬ 
cinnati 15, Ohio. Applicant’s attorney: 
James R. Stiverson, 50 West Broad 
Street, Columbus 15, Ohio. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Flavoring compounds, in 
bulk, in tank vehicles, from Cincinnati, 
Ohio, to Lawrenceburg, Ind., and Schen- 
ky, Pa., and only empty containers or 
other such incidental facilities (not spec¬ 
ked), used in transporting the com¬ 
modities specified above, on return. 

HEARING: December 13, 1963, in 
Room 712, Federal Building, Cincinnati, 
Ohio, before Examiner William J. Cave. 

No. MC 117644 (Sub-No. 16), filed Sep- 
tonber 16, 1963. Applicant: D & T 
KUCHING CO., INC., Post Office Box 
^67, New Brighton 12, Minn. Appli¬ 
cants representative: Robert E. Swan- 
on, 1821 University Avenue, St. Paul 4, 
Authority sought to operate as a 
irJ 1 i C t carri er> by motor vehicle, over 
clpn • ar routes * transporting: Industrial 
nniJ 19 com P oun ds and cleaning com- 
wund ingredients from points in Paines- 
and Cleveland, Ohio, Charleston, 
Minn &n<i » to Bloomington, 


tram!?' A PP lica nt states that the propose! 
conw rtation wiu he under a continue 
tripe t 0r con tracts with Fremont Indus 
*’ ***- Bloomington, Minn. 

De cember 12, 1963, ii 
Ccnmh^ 29, Fed eral Building and U.S 
Mixmwm te r’ 110 South Fourth Street 
Richfl\v?TT Minn -» before Examine: 
ft H. Roberts. 

gust i5 C V 7832 (Sub-No. 1), filed Au 
1963. Applicant: ROBER'] 


KIRK, Route 4, Box 187, Little Rock, 
Ark. Applicant’s attorney: Phillip Car- 
roll, 720 West Third Street, Little Rock, 
Ark. Authority sought to operate as a 
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Bananas, 
from Gulfport, Miss., Mobile, Ala., and 
Houston and Galveston, Tex., to Little 
Rock, Ark. 

Note: Applicant states the proposed op¬ 
eration will be under a continuing contract, 
or contracts, with Dillaha Fruit Company of 
Little Rock, Ark. 

HEARING: December 5, 1963, at the 
Arkansas Commerce Commission, Jus¬ 
tice Building, State Capitol, Little Rock, 
Ark., before Examiner Lyle C. Farmer. 

No. MC 117834 (Sub-No. 1), filed Au¬ 
gust 12, 1963. Applicant: WILLIAM R. 
PINKERTON, doing business as BILL 
PINKERTON, Route 4, Box 192C, Little 
Rock, Ark. Applicant’s attorney: Phillip 
Carroll, 720 West Third Street, Little 
Rock, Ark. Authority sought to operate 
as a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: Ba¬ 
nanas, from Gulfport, Miss., Mobile, Ala., 
and Houston and Galveston, Tex., to 
Little Rock, Ark., and exempt commodi¬ 
ties, on return. 

Note: Applicant states the proposed op¬ 
eration will be under a continuing contract, 
or contracts with the Kroger Company of 
Little Rock, Ark. 

HEARING: December 5, 1963, at the 
Arkansas Commerce Commission, Jus¬ 
tice Building, State Capitol, Little Rock, 
Ark., before Examiner Lyle C. Farmer. 

No. MC 119305 (Sub-No. 4), filed Sep¬ 
tember 5, 1963. Applicant: C. ROBERT 
NATTRESS and DONALD NATTRESS, 
doing business as B & D TRUCKING 
SERVICE, 33 West Garfield Avenue, Nor¬ 
wood, Pa. Applicant’s attorney: Ralph 
C. Busser, Jr., 1710 Locust Street, Phila¬ 
delphia, Pa. Authority sought to operate 
as a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Fresh "bakery products, from Wilmington, 
Del., to Philadelphia, Pa. 

HEARING: December 2, 1963, at the 
Bellevue Stratford Hotel, Broad and 
Walnut Streets, Philadelphia, Pa., before 
Examiner Abraham J. Essrick. 

No. MC 119934 (Sub-No. 64), filed May 
2, 1963. Applicant: ECOFF TRUCKING, 
INC., Fortville, Ind. Applicant’s attor¬ 
ney: Robert C. Smith, 512 Illinois Build¬ 
ing, Indianapolis 4, Ind. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Fluorspar, dry, in bulk, 
from Cave in Rock, Ill., and points within 
ten (10) miles thereof, to points in Ala¬ 
bama, Arkansas, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, 
Kansas, Kentucky, Michigan, Minnesota, 
Mississippi, Missouri, Ohio, Oklahoma, 
Pennsylvania, Tennessee, West Virginia, 
and Wisconsin, and damaged and re¬ 
jected shipments, on return. 

HEARING: December 6,1963, in Room 
1620, New Federal Building, 1520 Market 
Street, St. Louis, Mo., before Examiner 
Samuel Horwich. 

No. MC 120434 (Sub-No. 1), filed July 
31,1963. Applicant: WAGNER TRUCK¬ 
ING COMPANY, 10640 Bennington Road, 
Durand, Mich. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting: 


Granite and marble monuments, from 
Durand and Vernon, Mich., to points in 
Michigan. 

HEARING: December 18, 1963, at the 
Federal Building, Lansing, Mich., before 
Joint Board No. 76. 

No. MC 120732 (Sub-No. 1), filed Au¬ 
gust 5, 1963. Applicant: SUNE BUCHT, 
Drummond Island, Mich. Applicant’s 
attorney: C. W. Coates, 311 Central Sav¬ 
ings Bank Building, Sault Ste. Marie, 
Mich. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
regular routes, transporting: General 
commodities, (a) between Drummond Is¬ 
land, Mich., and Sault Ste. Marie, Mich., 
from Drummond Island over Michigan 
Highway 134 to its junction with Mich¬ 
igan Highway 129, thence over Michigan 
Highway 129 to Sault Ste. Marie, such 
transportation to be restricted to com¬ 
modities originating at or destined to 
Drummond Island, and (b) between 
Sault Ste. Marie, Mich., and the junction 
Michigan Highway 129 and County 
Road; from Sault Ste. Marie over U.S. 
Highway 2 to its junction with County 
Road near Dafter, Mich., thence over 
County Road to junction Michigan High¬ 
way 129, and return over the same 
routes, serving no intermediate points; 
and over irregular routes, (1) forest 
products (except dimension stock, ply¬ 
wood, and built-up wood), from Drum¬ 
mond Island, Mich., to points in Mich¬ 
igan, and (2) flat building stone and 
veneer stone, to be used in the construc¬ 
tion of homes, offices, and commercial 
buildings, from Drummond Island to 
points in Michigan (except points be¬ 
tween Drummond Island and Sault Ste. 
Marie over Michigan Highways 48 and 
129). 

HEARING: December 17, 1963, at the 
Federal Building, Lansing, Mich., before 
Joint Board No. 76. 

No. MC 123135 (Sub-No. 5), filed July 
1, 1963. Applicant: CHARLES BEIL & 
SONS, INC., Millstadt, Ill. Applicant’s 
attorney: Delmar O. Koebel, 608-11 
Spivey Building, East St. Louis, Ill. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Flour in bulk, from 
Chester, Ill., to Saint Louis, Mo. 

HEARING: December 3, 1963, at the 
U.S. Courtrooms and Federal Building, 
Springfield, Ill., before Joint Board No. 
135. 

No. MC 123135 (Sub-No. 6), filed 
August 5, 1963. Applicant: CHARLES 
BEIL & SONS, INC., Millstadt, Ill. Ap¬ 
plicant’s attorney: Delmar Koebel, 107 
West St. Louis Street, Lebanon, Ill. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Sugar, in bulk and 
packages, having a prior movement by 
rail or water, from East St. Louis, Ill., 
to points in Illinois on and south of 
U.S. Highway 36 and to points in Missouri 
on and east of U.S. Highway 65. 

HEARING: December 4, 1963, at the 
U.S. Courtrooms and Federal Building, 
Springfield, Ill., before Joint Board 
No. 135. 

No. MC 123934 (Sub-No. 4), filed 
August 23, 1963. Applicant: KREVDA 
BROS. EXPRESS, INC., Box 68, Gas 
City, Ind. Applicant’s attorney: Donald 
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W. Smith, Suite 511, Fidelity Building, 
Indianapolis 4, Ind. Authority sought to 
operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Glass containers, one (1) gallon or 
less in capacity, from Sheffield, Marien- 
ville, Parker, Knox, and Kane, Pa., to 
points in Wisconsin, and pallets and 
skids, on return. 

HEARING: December 4, 1963, at the 
Pittsburgh Hilton Hotel, Pittsburgh, Pa., 
before Examiner William J. Cave. 

No. MC 123293 (Sub-No. 6), filed Sep¬ 
tember 5, 1963. Applicant: FRY SALES 
AND EQUIPMENT CO., a corporation, 
Post Office Box 120, Mercersburg, Pa. 
Applicant’s attorney: Christian V. Graf, 
407 North Front Street, Harrisburg, Pa. 
Authority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (1) Coal, in bulk, 
(a) from points in Fayette, Somerset, 
Cambria, Bedford, Fulton, and Hunting¬ 
don Counties, Pa., to points in West Vir¬ 
ginia and Maryland (except points in 
Maryland east of a line beginning at the 
Maryland-Pennsylvania State line and 
extending south along U.S. Highway 140 
to Westminster, Md., thence along Mary¬ 
land Highway 27 to Germantown, Md., 
thence along Maryland Highway 118 to 
Darnestown, Md., and thence in a south¬ 
westerly direction along Maryland High¬ 
way 112 to the Potomac River), and (b) 
from points in Allegany County, Md., and 
points in Grant and Hardy Counties, W. 
Va., to Riverton, Va.; and (2) coal, in 
bulk, in dump-type vehicles, from the site 
of the Arkwright Mine located near 
Maidsville, W. Va., to the plant site of 
the Pennsylvania Glass Sand Corp. lo¬ 
cated approximately two (2) miles north 
of Berkeley Springs, W. Va. 

Note: Applicant states the proposed oper¬ 
ations will be restricted to a transportation 
service which will be performed under a 
continuing contract with PBS Coals, Inc. 
It is further noted that applicant holds 
identical authority to this application, but 
subject to a restriction limiting the perform¬ 
ance of service to a continuing contract with 
Martin-Marietta Corporation (Pry Coal and 
Stone Division). PBS Coals, Inc., has pur¬ 
chased from Martin-Marietta Corp. that por¬ 
tion of the Fry Coal and Stone Division 
operation relating to the handling of coal, 
and applicant will be serving the successor 
under this application, in the event same is 
granted. 

HEARING: December 4, 1963, at the 
offices of the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C., before Ex¬ 
aminer Wiliam J. Cave. 

No. MC 123299 (Sub-No. 3), filed Sep¬ 
tember 16, 1963. Applicant: J. H. OLD¬ 
HAM CONCRETE CO., a corporation, 
6215 Caldwell Drive, New Orleans, La. 
Applicant’s attorney: William B. Jensen, 
914 Commerce Building, Kansas City 6, 
Mo. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Rock salt 
(sodium chloride ) and calcium chloride, 
in dump trucks and trailers, from points 
in Jackson County, Mo., to points in 
Jewell, Mitchell, Lincoln, Ellsworth, 
Rice, Reno, Sedgwick, Sumner, Repub¬ 
lic, Cloud, Wabaunsee, Shawnee, Lyon, 
Osage, Coffey, Woodson, Wilson, Mont¬ 
gomery, Anderson, Ottawa, Saline, Mc¬ 
Pherson, Hervey, Washington, Clay, 


Dickinson, Marion, Butler, Cowley, Doni¬ 
phan, Atchison, Jefferson, Leavenworth, 
Douglas, Johnson, Franklin, Miami, 
Marshall, Riley, Geary, Morris, Chase, 
Greenwood, Elk, Chautauqua, Nemaha, 
Jackson, Linn, Allen, Bourbon, Neosho, 
Crawford, Labette, Cherokee, and Brown 
Counties, Kans., and damaged and re¬ 
jected shipments of the commodities 
specified above, on return. 

HEARING: December 10, 1963, at the 
Pickwick Motor Inn, McGee and 10th 
Street, Kansas City, Mo., before Joint 
Board No. 36, or, if the Joint Board 
waives its right to participate, before 
Examiner Samuel Horwich. 

No. MC 124316 (Sub-No. 2), filed Sep¬ 
tember 12, 1963. Applicant: ACTIVE 
EXPRESS CO., a corporation, 417 
Whiton Street, Jersey City, N.J. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: George A. Olsen, 
69 Tonnele Avenue, Jersey City 6, N.J. 
Authority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: General commodi¬ 
ties (except those of unusual value, 
classes A and B explosives, household 
goods as defined by the Commission, 
commodities in bulk, commodities requir¬ 
ing special equipment and those injurious 
or contaminating to other lading), be¬ 
tween Newark, N.J., and New York, N.Y. 

Note: Applicant states if the proposed 
authority is granted the authority now held 
in MC 124316 will be surrendered. 

HEARING: December 5, 1963, at the 
offices of the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C., before Ex¬ 
aminer H. Reece Harrison. 

No. MC 124359 (REPUBLICATION), 
filed April 12, 1962, published Federal 
Register, issue of May 2, 1962, and re¬ 
published this issue. Applicant: W. R. 
STEVENS, doing business as B-LINE, 
1409 16th Avenue, Greeley, Colo. Appli¬ 
cant’s attorney: Paul F. Sullivan, 1821 
Jefferson Place NW., Washington 6, D.C. 
By application filed April 12, 1962, appli¬ 
cant seeks authority to operate as a con¬ 
tract carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: (1) Siding, 
roofing, insulating and flooring mate¬ 
rials and supplies, wall tile, and related 
items, (a) from Chicago, Ill., New York, 
N.Y., South Bend, Ind., Sandusky, Can¬ 
ton, and East Sparta, Ohio, South Plain- 
field, and Trenton, N.J., and Marcus 
Hook and Lancaster, Pa., to points in 
Bent, Boulder, Crowley, Denver, El Paso, 
Fremont, Jefferson, Kit Carson, Larimer, 
Las Animas, Mesa, Morgan, Otero, 
Pueblo, Sedgwich, and Weld Counties, 
Colo., points in Albany, Fremont, 
Goshen, Laramie, Natrona, Park, and 
Sheridan Counties, Wyo., and Cheyenne, 
Kimball, Perkins and Scottsbluff Coun¬ 
ties, Nebr., and (b) from Denver, Colo., 
to Cheyenne and Casper, Wyo., and 
points in Cheyenne, Kimball, Perkins and 
Scottsbluff Counties, Nebr., and (2) 
pitch, from Casper, Wyo., to Denver, 
Colo. Hearing was held on June 29, 
1962, at Denver, Colo. At the hearing 
the application was amended to limit 
the transportation service to be per¬ 
formed under a continuing contract or 
contracts with Wholesale Flooring, Inc., 
and Wholesale Ceramic Tile, Inc., The 
amendment also eliminated service from 


South Bend, Ind., and excluded any re¬ 
quest for authority to transport siding 
or roofing. The amendment also added 
two destination points, Rapid City, 
S. Dak., and Lamar, Colo. A report of 
the Commission, by the Operating Rights 
Review Board, decided October 2, 1963, 
served October 7, 1963, finds that oper¬ 
ation by applicant, in interstate or for¬ 
eign commerce, as a contract carrier by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, (1) 
of floor and wall tile and linoleum and 
(2) of supplies used in the installation 
of the commodities described in (1), 
(a) from Chicago, Ill., New York, N.Y., 
Sandusky, Canton, and East Sparta, 
Ohio, South Plainfield and Trenton, N.J., 
and Marcus Hook and Lancaster, Pa., to 
points in Bent, Boulder, Crowley, Denver, 
El Paso, Fremont, Jefferson, Kit Carson, 
Larimer, Las Animas, Mesa, Morgan, 
Otero, Pueblo, Sedgwick and Weld 
Counties, Colo., Lamar, Colo., points in 
Albany, Fremont, Goshen, Laramie, 
Natrona, Park, and Sheridan Counties, 
Wyo., Cheyenne, Kimball, Perkins and 
Scottsbluff Counties, Nebr., and Rapid 
City, S. Dak., and (b) from Denver, Colo., 
to Cheyenne and Casper, Wyo., and 
points in Cheyenne, Kimball, Perkins and 
Scottsbluff Counties, Nebr., limited to a 
transportation service to be performed 
under a continuing contract or con¬ 
tracts with Wholesale Flooring, Inc., and 
Wholesale Ceramic Tile, Inc., both of 
Denver, Colo., will be consistent with the 
public interest and the national trans¬ 
portation policy; that applicant is fit, 
willing, and able properly to perform 
such service and to conform to the re¬ 
quirements of the Interstate Commerce 
Act and the Commission’s rules and reg¬ 
ulations thereunder; and that a permit 
authorizing the above described opera¬ 
tion should be issued after the lapse of 
30 days from the day of publication in 
the Federal Register of the authority 
recommended to be granted herein. 

No. MC 124472 (Sub-No. 1), filed July 
30, 1963. Applicant: HARDING 

TRANSPORTATION, INC., 406 Jack- 
son Street, Topeka, Kans. Applicant’s 
attorney: A. Alvis Layne, Pennsylvania 
Building, Washington, D.C., 20004. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (1) Polished vl°f e 
glass, (a) from Crystal City, Mo., Toledo, 
Ohio, and Nashville and Greenland, 
Tenn., to Fort Smith and Fayetteville, 
Ark., and St. Louis, Mo., (b) * ro1 " 
Greenland, Tenn., to Colorado Springs, 
Denver, and Pueblo, Colo., Garden City- 
Manhattan, and Topeka, Kans.. Kansa 
City, Joplin and Springfield, Mo., ai 
Kearney, Lincoln, Norfolk and Oman , 
Nebr. (2) Paint, from Pueblo, Colo-. 
Fort Smith and Fayetteville, Ark., Alton 
Ill., Garden City, Manhattan, and au 
peka, Kans., Kansas City, Springn » 
Joplin, and St. Louis, Mo., and Keai » 
Lincoln, Norfolk, and Omaha, Nebr. 
Putties and caulking compound, i 
Denver, Colo., to Fort Smith and r 
etteville, Ark., Alton, Ill., Garden ’ 
Manhattan, and Topeka, Kans- Ka ^ 
City, Springfield, Joplin, and St. 

Mo., and Kearney, Lincoln, Norfolk, 
Omaha, Nebr. (4) Empty containers 
other such incidental facilities, 
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transporting the above described com¬ 
modities in (1), (2) and (3) above, on 

return, 

HEARING: December 16, 1963, at the 
Hotel Pick-Kansan, Topeka, Kans., be¬ 
fore Examiner Samuel Horwich. 

No. MC 124639 (Sub-No. 5), filed 
August 9, 1963. Applicant: MISSOURI 
LUMBER TRANSPORTS, INC., Post 
Office Box 231, Arcadia, Mo. Applicant’s 
attomey: Joseph R. Nacy, 117 West High 
Street, Jefferson City, Mo. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Lumber, from points in 
Colorado to points in Indiana. 

Note: Applicant is also authorized to con¬ 
duct operations as a contract carrier in MC 
123242; therefore, dual operations may be 

involved. 


HEARING: December 17, 1963, at the 
Hotel Pick-Kansan, Topeka, Kans., be¬ 
fore Examiner Samuel Horwich. 

No. MC 125283 (Sub-No. 2), filed Au¬ 
gust 7, 1963. Applicant: ARTHUR M. 
MULFORD, Post Office Box 127, San 
Jose, Ill. Applicant’s attomey: Robert 
T. Lawley, 306-308 Reisch Building, 
Springfield, HI. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Cheese, from points in Mason Coun¬ 
ty, Ill., to points in Auglaize, and Allen 
Counties, Ohio, and boxes, cheese cloth, 
salt, rennet and other materials, used in 
the manufacture and packaging of 
cheese, on return. 

Note: Applicant states the proposed serv¬ 
ice will be for the account of Hanson Dairy, 
Inc. 


HEARING: December 4,1963, in Room 
1620, New Federal Building, 1520 Mar¬ 
ket Street, St. Louis, Mo., before Exam¬ 
iner Samuel Horwich. 

No. MC 125183 (Sub-No. 1), filed 
August 13, 1963. Applicant: W. R. BUR- 
SON, doing business as W. R. BURSON 
TRANSFER COMPANY, 227 Mandeville, 
Avenue, Carrollton, Ga. Applicant’s at¬ 
tomey: Paul M. Daniell, Suite 214-217 
Grant Building, Atlanta 3, Ga. Author¬ 
ity sought to operate as a contract car- 
ner, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: (1) Animal and 
poultry feed, from Guntersville, Ala., to 
points in Carroll County, Ga., and (2) 
nitrate of soda and ammonium nitrate 
(except liquid in bulk, in tank vehicles), 
from Birmingham and Sheffield, Ala., 
and Tyner, Tenn., to points in Carroll 
County, Ga. 


HEARING: December 12, 1963, at the 
Georgia Public Service Commission, 244 
Washington Street SW., Atlanta, Ga., be¬ 
fore Joint Board No. 239. 

No. MC 125194 (Sub-No. 1), filed Sep- 
3 > 1963. Applicant: STATE LINE 
DAIRY, INC., 1015 State Line Road, 
nes, Mich. Applicant’s attomey: Lee 
Doothby, 312 North Fourth Street, Niles, 
J™ 1, Authority sought to operate as a 
w , c * carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
“regular routes, transporting: Dairy 
Woaucts, as described in appendix I, 
: to the report in Descriptions 

2 n Carri ? r Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 
into iii and dair y products, choco- 
e mm a.nd ice cream, from Hammond, 

pan N . iles » Mich., and points in Alle- 
KpnV of lien ’ Branch > Cass, Kalamazoo, 
w- ■i Joseph ’ an d Van Buren Coun- 
mii’b 0 *}'’. and dair V Products, chocolate 
ice cream > on return. 

Fprw" i Dec ember 19, 1963, at the 
Joinf Buildin S> Lansing, Mich., before 
J oint Board No. 73. 

3 iQfto 11 " 125217 (Sub-No. 1), filed June 
Mcrrolu Appli cant: Darwin K. Case, 
operaff ken> Kans * Authority sought to 
vehiMo as a . contra ct carrier, by motor 
w n\°2* irr .egular routes, transport- 
MccyjJv arm im P^rnent carriers, from 
in CoW«? Roze l* Kans., to points 
homTSm Montana ’ Nebraska, Okla- 
ery from Wyoming, (2) farm machin- 
Nebraska ^ c °lorado, Montana, 

tocCrapkaJvi ahoma » and Wyoming to 
rejec ted Kans -» an d (3) refused or 
011 reton 1lpment *> of <D and (2) above, 


HEARING: December 6, 1963, at the 
U.S. Courtrooms and Federal Building, 
Springfield, Ill., before Joint Board No. 
58. 

No. MC 125361, filed May 16, 1963. 
Applicant: AL’S TOWING SERVICE, 
INC., Box 422, Covington, Ky. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Wrecked, damaged and 
disabled motor vehicles and motor vehi¬ 
cles to be utilized for replacement of such 
wrecked, damaged and disabled motor 
vehicles, using wrecker equipment only, 
from points in Indiana, Kentucky, Ohio, 
Pennsylvania, and West Virginia, to Cin¬ 
cinnati, Ohio, and points in the Cin¬ 
cinnati, Ohio, commercial zone, and 
replacement vehicles for the above-de¬ 
scribed vehicles, incidental to the per¬ 
formance of wrecker service, on return. 

HEARING: December 11, 1963, in 
Room 712, Federal Building, Cincinnati, 
Ohio, before Examiner William J. Cave. 

No. MC 125394 (Sub-No. 1), filed July 

1, 1963. Applicant: ROMAN WEBER, 
doing business as WEBER TRUCK 
SERVICE, Bartelso, Ill. Applicant’s at¬ 
torney: Delmar O. Koebel, 608-11 Spivey 
Building, East St. Louis, Ill. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Building materials and 
component parts used in the construc¬ 
tion of homes and buildings, from the 
yard site of Wicks Corp., located ap¬ 
proximately one (1) mile west of Breese, 
Ill., on U.S. Highway 50, to points in Mis¬ 
souri (except St. Louis and Kansas City, 
Mo.). 

HEARING: December 2, 1963, at the 
U.S. Courthouse and Federal Building, 
Springfield, Ill., before Joint Board No. 
135. 

No. MC 125402 (Sub-No. 1), filed July 

2, 1963. Applicant: GLENN L. BARR, 
doing business as BARR TRUCKING 
CO., Hobson, Mont. Applicant’s at¬ 
torney: J. F. Meglen, 204-205 Behner 
Building, 2822 Third Avenue North, Bill¬ 
ings, Mont. Authority sought to oper¬ 
ate as a contract carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting: 
Beer, from Milwaukee, Wis., and Salt 
Lake City, Utah, to Lewistown, Mont., 
and exempt commodities, on return. 

Note: Applicant states the proposed serv¬ 
ice will be performed for the account of the 
S&A Distributing Co., of Lewistown, Mont. 


HEARING: December 20, 1963, at the 
Yellowstone County Courthouse, Billings, 
Mont., before Examiner Richard H. 
Roberts. 

No. MC 125420 (Sub-No. 2), filed July 
1, 1963. Applicant: MERCURY TANK¬ 
LINES LIMITED, Post Office Box 71, 
Postal Station A, Calgary, Alberta, Can¬ 
ada. Authority sought to operate as a 
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Alcoholic 
beverages in bulk, in tank trucks, from 
ports of entry on the international 
boundary line between the United States 
and Canada located at points in Mon¬ 
tana, North Dakota, and Minnesota to 
Baltimore, Md., and Detroit, Mich., and 
rejected and contaminated shipments of 
the commodities specified above, on re¬ 
turn. 

HEARING: December 20, 1963, at the 
Yellowstone County Courthouse, Billings, 
Mont., before Examiner Richard H. 
Roberts. 

No. MC 125426 (Sub-No. 1), filed Au¬ 
gust 23, 1963. Applicant: FRANKHOR- 
WITH, Rural Delivery No. 1, Coplay, Pa. 
Applicant’s representative: A. E. Enoch, 
556 Main Street, Bethlehem, Pa. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Cinders from Ex¬ 
celsior, Northumberland County, Pa., 
and points within five (5) miles thereof 
to Brooklyn and Jamaica, N.Y. 

HEARING: December 3, 1963, at the 
Bellevue Stratford Hotel, Broad and 
Walnut Streets, Philadelphia, Pa., be¬ 
fore Examiner Abraham J. Essrick. 

No. MC 125449, filed June 14, 1963. 
Applicant: WAYNE WAGGONER, 405 
West Lewis, Livingston, Mont. Appli¬ 
cant’s attorney: R. A. Smiley, Belle 
Fourche, S. Dak. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Rough and surfaced planed lumber, 
including dimension, boards, shingles, 
laths and sawed lumber of all types, from 
points in Meagher, Park, Broadwater, 
and Gallatin Counties, Mont., to points in 
Wyoming, North Dakota, South Dakota, 
Minnesota, Wisconsin, Illinois, Iowa, 
Kansas, Nebraska, Missouri, Colorado, 
Utah, Nevada, and Idaho. 

HEARING: December 19, 1963, at the 
Yellowstone County Courthouse, Billings, 
Mont., before Examiner Richard H. 
Roberts. 

No. MC 125463 (Sub-No. 2), filed Au¬ 
gust 15, 1963. Applicant: JACQUELINE 
P. NADBERAZNY, 540 % Ridge Road, 
Allentown, Pa. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: A. E. Enoch, 556 Main Street, Beth¬ 
lehem, Pa. Authority sought to operate 
as a contract carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: 
Waste textile scrap materials, between 
Allentown, Pa., on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in Connecticut, Massa¬ 
chusetts, Rhode Island, New Jersey, 
Delaware, Maryland, those in that part of 
New York south of the northern bound¬ 
aries of Jefferson, Lewis, Herkimer, Ful¬ 
ton, Saratoga, and Washington Counties, 
and those in West Virginia and Virginia, 
on and north of a line commencing at a 
point on the Pennsylvania-West Virginia 
State line and extending along U.S. High- 
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way 250 to Richmond, Va., thence along 
U.S. Highway 60 to Newport News, Va. 

Note: Applicant states that the proposed 
service will be for the account of S. Levine 
and Sons. 

HEARING: December 3, 1963, at The 
Bellevue Stratford Hotel, Broad and 
Walnut Streets, Philadelphia, Pa., before 
Examiner Abraham J. Essrick. 

No. MC 125499 (Sub-No. 2), filed 
August 22, 1963. Applicant: LV COM¬ 
PANY, INC., 611 Main Street, Freemans- 
burg, Pa. Applicant’s attorney: Robert 
B. Einhorn, 1540-47 Philadelphia Saving 
Fund Building, 12 South 12th Street, 
Philadelphia 7, Pa. Authority sought to 
operate as a contract carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing : Building block, concrete beams, con¬ 
crete pipe, concrete lintels, and brick, 
from the plant of the Lehigh Building 
Block Co., at Wescosville, Pa., to points 
in Massachusetts on and west of U.S. 
Highway 5, Connecticut, New York on 
and south of Interstate Highway 90, and 
in Long Island, New Jersey, Delaware, 
Maryland, District of Columbia, West 
Virginia on and north of U.S. Highway 
50, and in Virginia on, north and east of 
U.S. Highway 17 between Norfolk and 
Winchester and on and north of U.S. 
Highway 50 between Winchester and the 
West Virginia State line. 

Note: Common control may be involved. 

HEARING: December 4, 1963, at The 
Bellevue Stratford Hotel, Broad and 
'Walnut Streets, Philadelphia, Pa., before 
Examiner Abraham J. Essrick. 

No. MC 125527, filed July 12,1963. Ap¬ 
plicant: CHARLES STANLEY, Malden, 
Mo. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: (1) Cot¬ 
ton seed, from Stoneville, Miss., to 
Malden, Mo., and (2) fertilizer and am- 
moniated solutions, cotton and grains, 
(a) from Memphis, Tenn., to Malden, 
Mo., and Piggott, Ark., and (b) from 
Walnut Ridge, Ark., to Malden, Mo., and 
empty containers or other such inci¬ 
dental facilities (not specified) used in 
transporting the above-specified com¬ 
modities, on return. 

HEARING: December 4, 1963, in Room 
1620, New Federal Building, 1520 Market 
Street, St. Louis, Mo., before Examiner 
Samuel Horwich. 

No. MC 125532 (Sub-No. 1), filed Sep¬ 
tember 17, 1963. Applicant: JANSEN 
TRUCKING, INC., 716 Northeast Coast 
Highway, Newport, Oreg. Applicant’s 
attorney: John M. Hickson, Failing 
Building, Portland, Oreg. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Lumber, from Toledo, 
Oreg., to Newport, Oreg., and rejected 
shipments, on return. 

HEARING: December 13, 1963, at the 
Interstate Commerce Commission Hear¬ 
ing Room 410, Southwest 10th Avenue, 
Portland, Oreg., before Joint Board No. 
172, or, if the Joint Board waives its right 
to participate before Examiner Lacy W. 
Hinely. 

No. MC 125546, filed July 19, 1963. 
Applicant: HOLLYWOOD SERVICE 

AND TOWING (1963) LTD., 7669 Cur- 
ragh Street, Burnaby 1, British Colum¬ 


bia, Canada. Applicant’s representative: 
J. Stewart Black, 1322 Laburnum Street, 
Vancouver 9, British Columbia, Canada. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Contrac¬ 
tor's portable camp buildings, house 
trailers, equipment and machinery, and 
motor vehicles, by the tow-away method, 
between ports of entry on the interna¬ 
tional boundary line between the United 
States and Canada and points in Idaho, 
Washington, Oregon, and California. 

HEARING: December 18, 1963, at the 
Federal Office Building, Seattle, Wash., 
before Examiner Lacy W. Hinely. 

No. MC 125556, filed July 23,1963. Ap¬ 
plicant: T AND T LIVESTOCK HAUL¬ 
ING CO., a corporation, doing business 
as T AND T, INC., Box 1021, Nampa, 
Idaho. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Bananas 
(1) from points in California, to points 
in Nevada, Oregon, and Idaho, (2) from 
points in Los Angeles County, Calif., and 
from San Francisco and Oakland, Calif, 
(including the commercial areas of 
each), to Winnemucca, Nev., Burna, and 
Baker, Oreg., Payette, Nampa, and Boise, 
Idaho, and LaGrande, Oreg., and exempt 
commodities, on return. 

HEARING: December 2, 1963, at the 
Public Utilities Commission, State 
House, Boise, Idaho, before Examiner 
Lacy W. Hinely, on a consolidated record 
with No. MC-C 4065, M. E. PAINTER, 
DOING BUSINESS AS GEM STATE 
TRUCKING CO.; TRUSSDECK COR¬ 
PORATION, FLEETWOOD TRAILER 
CO. OF IDAHO, INC.; J. WEIL & CO.; 
NAGEL’S BEVERAGE COMPANY, A 
COPARTNERSHIP COMPOSED OF 
JOHN NAGEL, JR. AND LOUISE A. 
NAGEL, INVESTIGATION OF OPER¬ 
ATIONS AND PRACTICES, NO. MC-C 
4075, DELWIN W. HOBZA, DOING 
BUSINESS AS HOBZA TRUCK LINES; 
IDAHO MEAT PACKERS, INC., AND 
MURIEL T. HELLER, DOING BUSI¬ 
NESS AS HELLER SALES CO., INVES¬ 
TIGATION OF OPERATIONS AND 
PRACTICES; NO. MC 124909, DELWIN 
W. HOBZA, DOING BUSINESS AS 
HOBZA TRUCK LINES, NAMPA, 
IDAHO. 

No. MC 125561, filed July 29,1963. Ap¬ 
plicant: SUNNYSIDE TRANSFER, INC., 
Seventh and N.P. Tracks, Sunnyside, 
Wash. Applicant’s attorney: George R. 
LaBissoniere, 333 Central Building, Seat¬ 
tle 4, Wash. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting: 
General commodities (except those of 
unusual value, classes A and B explosives, 
household goods as defined by the Com¬ 
mission, commodities in bulk, and those 
requiring special equipment), between 
Grandview and Sunnyside, Wash., on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points 
within an area bounded by the Columbia 
River on the east, State road 11A on the 
north, U.S. Highway 97 and State road 
3 A on the west and the southern bound¬ 
ary of Yakima County on the south. 

Note: Applicant states the proposed serv¬ 
ice will be restricted to traffic moving in pick 
up and delivery service for the account of an 
on the billing of line haul carriers only. 


HEARING: December 19, 1963, at the 
Federal Office Building, Seattle, Wash., 
before Joint Board No. 80, or, if the Joint 
Board waives its right to participate be¬ 
fore Examiner Lacy W. Hinely. 

No. MC 125571 (Sub-No. 1), filed Sep¬ 
tember 6, 1963. Applicant: HENRY 

DALE SANDS, doing business as SANDS 
ELEVATOR, Swan Creek, HI. Appli¬ 
cant’s attorney: Robert T. Lawley, 306- 
309 Reisch Building, Springfield, Ill. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Steel bins, disas¬ 
sembled and component parts , from 
Kansas City, Mo., to points in Knox, 
Warren, Fulton, Henderson, and Mc¬ 
Donough Counties, Ill. 

Note: Applicant states the proposed op¬ 
eration will be performed during the period 
between April 15 and November 1, inclusive 
of each year, and for the account of Allen 
Sales & Service. 


HEARING: December 5, 1963, at the 
U.S. Courtrooms and Federal Building, 
Springfield, Ill., before Joint Board No. 


195. 

No. MC 125586 (Sub-No. 2) , filed Sep¬ 
tember 6, 1963. Applicant: NEW JER¬ 
SEY ARMORED CAR SERVICE, INC., 
7 East Washington Street, Pleasantville, 
N.J. Applicant’s representative : Charles 
H. Trayford, 220 East 42d Street, New 
York 17, N.Y. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a contract carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting: 
Currency and coins, endorsed checks, 
government bonds, securities, documents, 
and such commercial papers, documents 
and written instruments as are used in 
the operation of banks and financial in¬ 
stitutions, between points in Atlantic, 
Cape May, and Cumberland Counties, 
N.J., and points in and south of the 
Township of Lacey in Ocean County, 
N.J., on the one hand, and, on the other, 


Philadelphia, Pa. 

HEARING: December 5, 1963, at tne 
Bellevue Stratford Hotel, Broad and Wal¬ 
nut Streets, Philadelphia, Pa., before Ex¬ 
aminer Abraham J. Essrick. 

No. MC 125596, filed August 11, ]**• 
Applicant: DARRELL L. GASTON, doing 
business as FEED TRANSPORT, law 
West Fourth Street, Hutchinson, Kans- 
Applicant’s attorney: John E. Jander , 
641 Harrison Street, Topeka, Kans. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a comm , 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregu 
routes, transporting: Feed and feed ! ‘ 
gredients, between points in Texas, ok ' 
homa, Arkansas, Kansas, and St. J°s P ’ 
Mo., on the one hand, and, on the otn • 
points in Oklahoma, Nebraska, T- e ’ 
Missouri, and that portion of Colo 
lying on and east of U.S. Highway »*• 

HEARING: December 18, 1963, at tne 
Hotel Pick-Kansan, Topeka, Kans., 
fore Examiner Samuel Horwich. „ 

No. MC 125607, filed August 15, ‘ 

Applicant: WILSON’S TRANSPOK 

LTD., Henrietta Street, Toronto 
tario, Canada. Applicant’s atto 
Dale C. Dillon, 1825 Jefferson Place” ht 
Washington 36, D.C. Authority 
to operate as a contract earner, by 
vehicle, over irregular routes, tra 
ing: Paper, pulpboard and a *y icl ~. Dor ts 
therefrom, beginning and endl _ n ;L. n dary 
of entry on the international 
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line between the United States and Can¬ 
ada in Michigan, and extending to Kala¬ 
mazoo. Mich. 

Note : Applicant states that shipments will 
oe limited to those moving from or to points 
in Canada under a continuing contract with 
KVP Sutherland Paper Company, of Kalama¬ 
zoo. Mich., and its subsidiary, The KVP 
Company. Limited, of Espanola, Ontario, 
Canada. 


HEARING: December 16, 1963, at the 
Federal Building, Lansing, Mich., before 
Joint Board No. 163. 

No. MC 125612, filed August 18, 1963. 
Applicant: SAFEWAY MOVING & 

STORAGE COMPANY, INC., 90 South 
Dearborn Street, Seattle, Wash. Appli¬ 
cant’s attorney: Charles P. Moriarty, Jr., 
1212 Olympic National Life Building, 
Seattle 4, Wash. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: (1) General commodities, between 
points in Seattle, Wash., and between 
points in Pierce, King, Snohomish, Kit¬ 
titas, and Yakima Counties, Wash., (2) 
household goods and building materials 
(excluding cement in bulk in tank or 
bottom dump vehicles or similar special¬ 
ized equipment) , between points in 
Washington, (3) new furniture (not 
boxed or crated), and mattresses, be¬ 
tween points in Washington (except be¬ 
tween Seattle or Tacoma and Spokane), 
and (4) agricultural commodities, for 
export only, from points in eastern 
Washington, to points in the area of 
Puget Sound, Wash., and Tacoma and 
Seattle, Wash. 


Note: Applicant states it proposes to trans¬ 
port general commodities, on return in (4). 

HEARING: December 16, 1963, at the 
Federal Office Building, Seattle, Wash., 
before Joint Board No. 80, or, if the Joint 
Board waives it right to participate, be¬ 
fore Examiner Lacy W. Hinely. 

No. MC 125613, filed August 19, 1963. 
Applicant: JAMES MERRIMAN, doing 
business as MERRIMAN TRUCK SERV¬ 
ICE, 409 West Marion Street, Monticello, 
Id. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
regular routes, transporting: Wire and 
cable, and empty containers or other 
such incidental facilities (not specified) 
used in transporting the above named 
commodities, between Decatur and Mon- 
ticello. Ill., (l) from Decatur over Illi¬ 
nois Highway 105 to Monticello, and 
return over the same route, serving no 
intermediate points, and (2) from De-_ 
i\/r' °X er Illinois Highways 48 and 47* 
Monticello, and return over the same 
ute, serving no intermediate points. 

December 6, 1963, at the 
c ? urtroom s and Federal Building, 
149 ngfield> I11 *’ before Joint Board No. 

A,!!?' C 125627 (AMENDMENT), filed 
Rfptct^ 26, 1963 • Published Federal 
I ssue of October 16, 1963, 
S ded October 18, 1963, and repub- 
cant V ? S r amende d, this issue. Appli- 
mont r A t LTRUCKING - INC - 441 Clare- 
cant' s ^p® nUe ’ Jersey City ' NJ - Appli- 
69 Tnm? P i resenta ^ ive: George A. Olsen, 
Authors Avenue > Jersey City 6, N.J. 
carrier h S0Ugtl t to operate as a common 
3 y motor vehicle, over irregular 
No. 212-- q 


routes, transporting: Electrical, gas and 
household appliances, sinks and cabinets, 
crated and uncrated, between Bi-State 
Warehouse Co., Inc., Jersey City, N.J., 
on the one hand, and, on the other, 
Baltimore, Md., Philadelphia, Pa., 
Washington, D.C., points in Maryland, 
points in Connecticut on and south of 
U.S. Highway 44, points in New York on 
and south of a line beginning at the 
Massachusetts-New York State line and 
extending along U.S. Highway 20 to 
Cazenovia, N.Y., on and east of a line 
extending along New York Highway 13 
from Cazenovia to the New York-Penn- 
sylvania State line. 

Note: The purpose of this republication 
is to substitute Bi-State Warehouse Co., Inc., 
in lieu of Model Warehouse Corp. as previ¬ 
ously published. 

HEARING: Remains as assigned, No¬ 
vember 25, 1963, at the Offices of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Washington, D.C., before Examiner 
Jerry F. Laughlin. 

No. MC 125640, filed August 30, 
1963. Applicant: ATLANTIC-PACIFIC 
DRIVE-AWAYS, INC., 30 East 42nd 
Street, New York 17, N.Y. Applicant’s 
attorney: S. Harrison Kahn, Suite 733, 
Investment Building, Washington, D.C. 
Authority sought to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, in the arrangement for 
and thereafter the transportation of 
used passenger motor vehicles and small 
trucks not exceeding three-fourths of a 
ton in accordance with the manufac¬ 
turer's rated capacity, in drive-away 
service, from New York, N.Y., and points 
in its commercial zone as defined by the 
Interstate Commerce Commission, and 
from points in that part of Connecticut 
on and west of U.S. Highway 5, to points 
in the United States (excluding Alaska 
and Hawaii). 

HEARING: December 12, 1963, at the 
Sheraton Atlantic Hotel, New York, N.Y., 
before Examiner Abraham J. Essrick. 

No. MC 125641, filed September 1,1963. 
Applicant: WILBUR LOWDERMILK, 
Addison (Somerset County), Pa. Appli¬ 
cant’s attorney: Arthur J. Diskin, 302 
Frick Building, Pittsburgh 19, Pa. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Commodities, in 
bulk, in dump vehicles, between points 
in Somerset County, Pa., on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in Alle¬ 
gany and Garrett Counties, Md. 

Note: Applicant is also authorized to con¬ 
duct operations as a contract carrier in 
Permit MC 113035 and subs thereunder; 
therefore dual operations may be involved. 

HEARING: December 6, 1963, at the 
Pittsburgh Hilton Hotel, Pittsburgh, Pa., 
before Examiner William J. Cave. 

No. MC 125643, filed September 3,1963. 
Applicant: JAMES B. BARNETT, doing 
business as BARNETT TRUCK LINES, 
Richlands Road, Kinston, N.C. Appli¬ 
cant’s attorney: Warren S. Perry, 106 
West Gordon Street, Kinston, N.C., 
28501. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Fertilizer 
and fertilizer materials, in bags, from 
points in the area of Norfolk and Ports¬ 
mouth, Va., to points in Craven, Greene, 


and Lenoir Counties, N.C., and exempt 
commodities, on return. 

HEARING: December 4, 1963, at the 
U.S. Courtrooms, Uptown Post Office 
Building, Raleigh, N.C., before Joint 
Board No. 7. 

No. MC 125646, filed August 29, 1963. 
Applicant: SAMUEL R. FOX, 9 Second 
Street, West Bridgeport, Ohio. Appli¬ 
cant’s representative: David L. Bennett, 
213 First National Bank Building, 2207 
National Road, Wheeling, W. Va., 26002. 
Authority sought to operate as a con¬ 
tract carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes in seasonal operations be¬ 
tween February 1 and November 1 inclu¬ 
sive of each year, transporting: (1) Ice 
cream topping and syrups, from Buffalo, 
N.Y., to Martins Ferry, Ohio, (2) root 
beer syrup, from Rochester, N.Y., to Mar¬ 
tins Ferry, Ohio, (3) ice cream cones, 
from Pittsburgh, Pa., to Martins Fer¬ 
ry, Ohio, and (4) ice cream toppings and 
syrups, plastic spoons, plastic dishes, pa¬ 
per bags, edible nuts, whole or chopped, 
for sundaes, cleaning detergents, in con¬ 
tainers, in boxes, paper cups and con¬ 
tainers, ice cream sticks, cookies, for ice 
cream sandwiches, plastic lids, for cups 
and containers, lubricants, grease, in 
cans, and ice cream cones, from Martins 
Ferry, Ohio, to points in West Virginia 
and points in Allegheny County, Pa., and 
Aliquippa, Beaver Falls, Butler, Irwin, 
Kittanning, Johnstown, Latrobe, Mt. 
Pleasant, Connellsville, Uniontown, 
Somerset, Brownsville, Charleroi, Wash¬ 
ington, and Canonsburg, Pa. 

Note: Applicant states the proposed serv¬ 
ice will be performed under a continuing 
contract with William Horky, doing business 
as, D. Q. Supply. 

HEARING: December 6, 1963, at the 
Pittsburgh Hilton Hotel, Pittsburgh, Pa., 
before Examiner William J. Cave. 

No. MC 125649, filed September 5, 1963. 
Applicant: LLOYD K. HOOVER, doing 
business as HOOVER WRECKER SERV¬ 
ICE, Route 2, Broadway, Va. Applicant’s 
representative: Eston H. Alt, Post Office 
Box 81, Winchester, Va. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Wrecked, disabled, inop¬ 
erative, stolen and repossessed trucks, 
tractors, trailers, and passenger automo¬ 
biles and replacements for such wrecked, 
disabled, inoperative, stolen and repos¬ 
sessed trucks, tractors, or trailers, in 
truckaway service, using wrecker equip¬ 
ment, between points in Delaware, In¬ 
diana, Maryland, New Jersey, New York, 
North Carolina, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Vir¬ 
ginia, West Virginia, and the District 
of Columbia. 

HEARING: December 4, 1963, at the 
Offices of the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission, Washington, D.C., before Ex¬ 
aminer Edith H. Cockrill. 

No. MC 125665, filed September 9,1963. 
Applicant: FRANK WEIR, doing busi¬ 
ness as FRANKS TOWING SERVICE, 
123 Hiawatha Drive, Clarendon Hills, 
Ill. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Wrecked 
and disabled vehicles, from points in 
that part of Indiana bounded by a line 
beginning at the Ulinois-Indiana State 
line and extending along U.S. Highway 
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41 to junction U.S. Highway 52, thence 
along U.S. Highway 52 to junction In¬ 
diana Highway 55, thence along Indiana 
Highway 55 to junction Indiana Highway 
26, thence along Indiana Highway 26 to 
Lafayette, Ind., thence along Indiana 
Highway 25 to Logansport, Ind., thence 
along U.S. Highway 24 to Peru, Ind., 
thence along Indiana Highway 19 to 
Elkhart, Ind., thence along Indiana 
Highway 19 to junction Interstate High¬ 
ways 80 and 90, thence along Interstate 
Highways 80 and 90 to junction U.S. 
Highway 20, thence along U.S. Highway 
20 to junction U.S. Highway 12, thence 
along U.S. Highway 12 to the Indiana- 
Illinois State line (including points on 
the designated highways), to Chicago, 
HI. 

HEARING: December 10, 1963, at the 
Midland Hotel, Chicago, HI., before Joint 
Board No. 21. 

No MC 125666, filed September 12, 
1963. Applicant: McEWEN CONTRACT 
HAULING, INC., Route 3, Box 115, Vick 
Road, Molalla, Oreg. Applicant’s attor¬ 
ney: Robert R. Hollis, 1121 Equitable 
Building, Portland 4, Oreg. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Wood chips, hark, wood 
shavings and sawdust, between points in 
Clackamas, Multnomah and Washington 
Counties, Oreg., and points in Clark and 
Cowlitz Counties, Wash. 

HEARING: December 10, 1963, at the 
Interstate Commerce Commission Hear¬ 
ing Room, 410 Southwest 10th Avenue, 
Portland, Oreg., before Joint Board No. 
45, or, if the Joint Board waives its right 
to participate, before Examiner Lacy W. 
Hinely. 

No. MC 125667, filed September 12, 
1963. Applicant: WILLIAM H. JONES 
AND ALICE C. JONES doing business 
as, BILL’S TOWING, Corner Spring and 
Elm Streets, Klamath Palls, Oreg. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Motor vehicles 
under 10,000 pounds gross weight, from 
points in Modoc and Siskiyou Counties, 
Calif., to Klamath Falls, Oreg. 

HEARING: December 9, 1963, at the 
Interstate Commerce Commission Hear¬ 
ing Room, 410 Southwest 10th Avenue, 
Portland, Oreg., before Joint Board No. 
11, or, if the Joint Board waives its right 
to participate before Examiner Lacy W. 
Hinely. 

No. MC 125673, filed September 13, 
1963. Applicant: ERWIN GRAU, 509 
South Front Street, New Ulm, Minn. 
Applicant’s attorney: A. R. Mueller, 512 
Second Street North, New Ulm, Minn. 
Authority sought to operate as a con¬ 
tract carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir¬ 
regular routes, transporting: Malt bev¬ 
erages from St. Louis, Mo., and La 
Crosse, Wis., to St. Paul and Long Lake, 
Minn, and empty containers or other 
such incidental facilities (not specified) 
used in transporting the above described 
commodities, on return. 

HEARING: December 9,1963, in Room 
B-29, Federal Building and U.S. Court¬ 
house, 110 South Fourth Street, Min¬ 
neapolis, Minn., before Examiner Rich¬ 
ard H. Roberts. 


No. MC 125676, filed September 6, 
1963. Applicant: RODDEYTRUCKING, 
INC., Route 3, Bloomington, Ill. Appli¬ 
cant’s attorney: Robert B. Oxtoby, First 
National Bank Building, Springfield, Ill. 
Authority sought to operate as a contract 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Feed, feed ingredi¬ 
ents, grain products, drugs, hags, con¬ 
tainers, fungicides, insecticides, condi¬ 
tion powders, disinfectants, vermifuges, 
treatments and sprays from St. Louis, 
Mo., to Bloomington, Ill., and Vandalia, 
Ill., and empty containers or other such 
incidental facilities (not specified) used 
in transporting the above described con- 
modities and manufactured products of 
Ralston-Purina, on return. 

HEARING: December 5, 1963, at the 
U.S. Courtrooms and Federal Building, 
Springfield, Ill., before Joint Board No. 
135. 

No. MC 125688, filed September 18, 
1963. Applicant: CONSTRUCTION 

HANDLERS, INC., 189 Bridge Street, 
New York, N.Y. Applicant’s attorney: 
Abel Just, 135 Broadway, New York 6, 
N.Y. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Steel door 
frames, set up and knocked down, doors, 
iron or steel primed, and hollow metal 
building products, from New York City, 
N.Y., to points in the United States, in¬ 
cluding the District of Columbia, but ex¬ 
cluding Alaska and Hawaii, and rejected 
merchandise and materials, supplies and 
equipment used in production and in¬ 
stallation of such commodities, on re¬ 
turn. 

HEARING: December 10, 1963, at the 
Sheraton Atlantic Hotel, New York, N.Y., 
before Examiner Abraham J. Essrick. 

No. MC 125690, filed September 19, 
1963. Applicant: TERMINAL DE¬ 
LIVERY SERVICE, INC., Union Station, 
Washington, D.C. Applicant’s attorney: 
S. Harrison Kahn, Suite 733 Investment 
Building, Washington, D.C. Authority 
sought to operate as a contract carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
in seasonal operations during the official 
American League Baseball Season, 
transporting: Baseball teams’ personal 
baggage, equipment and paraphernalia, 
such as, but not restricted to, personal 
baggage, baseball uniforms and equip¬ 
ment, such as playing shoes, bats, gloves, 
parkas and related items used by a base¬ 
ball team in their professional appear¬ 
ances, (1) between Washington National 
Airport, Gravelly Point, Va., on the one 
hand, and, on the other, Washington, 
D.C., and Baltimore, Md., (2) between 
Dulles or International Airport, Chan¬ 
tilly, Va., on the one hand, and, on the 
other, Washington, D.C., and Baltimore, 
Md.; (3) between Friendship Inter¬ 
national Airport, Baltimore, Md., and 
Washington, D.C., and (4) between 
Washington, D.C. and Baltimore, Md. 

Note: Applicant states transportation 
from or to the named airports shall be in¬ 
cidental to the transportation of the base¬ 
ball teams whose personal baggage, equip¬ 
ment, and paraphernalia shall be trans¬ 
ported by the applicant. 

HEARING: December 12, 1963, at the 
Offices of the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 


mission, Washington, D.C., before Joint 
Board No. 68. 

No. MC 125693, filed September 23, 
1963. Applicant: ANDREW HO VANES, 
doing business as ANDY’S STANDARD 
SERVICE, 121 North Broadway, Sauk 
Rapids, Minn. Applicant’s attorney: 
Gordon Rosenmeier, 72 Broadway, Lit¬ 
tle Falls, Minn. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Disabled and damaged motor ve¬ 
hicles, in truckaway service, from points 
in North Dakota, South Dakota, Iowa, 
Wisconsin, Illinois, Michigan, Indiana, 
Ohio, Pennsylvania, New Jersey, New 
York, Missouri, Arkansas, and Louisiana, 
to St. Cloud, Minn., and by truckaway, 
replacement vehicles, from St. Cloud, 
Minn., to points in said states where 
disablement or damage occurs. 

HEARING: December 13, 1963, in 
Room B-29, Federal Building and U.S. 
Courthouse, 110 South Fourth Street, 
Minneapolis, Minn., before Examiner 
Richard H. Roberts. 

No. 125695, filed September 23, 1963. 
Applicant: RUSSELL C. EDSON, do¬ 
ing business as QUEENS RAPID DE¬ 
LIVERY CO., 238 Freeman Street, 
Brooklyn, N.Y. Applicant’s representa¬ 
tive: Bert Collins, 140 Cedar Street, New 
York 6, N.Y. Authority sought to op¬ 
erate as a contract carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: (1) Ham, bacon, picnics, cheese and 
luncheon meats, sliced, in vacuum pack¬ 
ages, in vehicles equipped with mechani¬ 
cal refrigeration, from Springfield, N.J., 
to points in New York, N.Y., commercial 
zone; and (2) ham, bacon, picnics, cheese 
and luncheon meats in vehicles equipped 
with mechanical refrigeration, from 
points in the New York, N.Y., commer¬ 
cial zone to Springfield, N.J. 


Note: Applicant states the operations will 
be under contract with Plumrose, Inc., or 
Springfield, N.J. 

HEARING: December 11, 1963, at the 
Sheraton Atlantic Hotel, New York, NX, 
before Examiner Abraham J. Essr ^ 

No. MC 125723, filed October 2, 19M- 
Applicant: RIGLEY EXPRESS, INC., 600 
South 14th Street, Box 2028, Lincoln, 
Nebr. Applicant’s attorney: J- 
Harding, Box 2028, Lincoln, Nebr. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a conrro 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over L*regui 
routes, transporting: (1) Prepared ha - 
burger patties, premixed syrups, mu- 
tard, pickles, catsup, dehydrated onw > 
cheese, and such paper and plastic goo 
as are used by drivein restaurants i 
Manhattan, Wichita, Lawrence, Tope* » 
and Kansas City, Kans., to P 01 ™ . 
Arkansas, Colorado, Iowa, Kentu » 
Louisiana, Minnesota, Missouri, 
braska, New Mexico, Oklahoma, 
nessee, and Texas, and (2) frozen f 
fried potatoes from points in Ida*! 
points in destination states in (D a 

Note: Applicant states that all ser J^ traC t 
be performed under a continuing . ita, 
with Rigley Distributing Company, vv* 
Kans. . 

HEARING: December 4, 1963 ’ a L m - 
Offices of the Interstate Commerce 
mission, Washington, D.C., bei 
aminer Samuel C. Shoup. 
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motor carriers of passengers 

No. MC 110373 (Sub-No. 7), filed Sep¬ 
tember 6, 1963. Applicant: NORTH¬ 
EAST COACH LINES, a corporation, 730 
Madison Avenue, Paterson, N.J. Ap¬ 
plicant’s attorney: Edward F. Bowes, 
1060 Broad Street, Newark 2, N.J. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over regular 
routes, transporting: Passengers and 
their baggage and express and news - 
pavers, in the same vehicle with pas¬ 
sengers, between junction of U.S. High¬ 
way 46 and New Jersey Highway 3 
(formerly New Jersey Highway S-3), in 
Clifton, N.J., and New York, N.Y., from 
junction U.S. Highway 46 and New 
Jersey Highway 3 in Clifton over U.S. 
Highway 46 to the George Washington 
Bridge, thence over the George Wash¬ 
ington Bridge to New York, and return 
over the same route, serving no inter¬ 
mediate points. 

Note: Common control may be involved. 
Applicant states the proposed route is re¬ 
quested for operating convenience only, re¬ 
stricted to the duration of the World’s Fair in 
New York, N.Y. 


HEARING: December 19, 1963, in 
Room 212, State Office Building, 1100 
Raymond Boulevard, Newark, N.J., be¬ 
fore Joint Board No. 3, or if the Joint 
Board waives its right to participate be¬ 
fore Examiner Abraham J. Essrick. 

No. MC 123577 (Sub-No. 8), filed Sep¬ 
tember 6, 1963. Applicant: WARWICK- 
GREENWOOD LAKE AND NEW YORK 
TRANSIT, INC., 730 Madison Avenue, 
Paterson, N.J. Applicant’s attorney: 
Edward F. Bowes, 1060 Broad Street, 
Newark 2, N.J. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over regular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Passengers and their baggage, and 
express and newspapers, in the same 
vehicle with passengers; (1) between 
junction New Jersey Highway 4 and New 
Jersey Highway 17 in Paramus, N.J., and 
New York, N.Y.: from junction New 
Jersey Highway 4, and New Jersey High¬ 
way 17 in Paramus, N. J., over New Jersey 
Highway 4 to the George Washington 
ndge and thence over the George 
Washington Bridge to New York, N.Y., 
and return over the same route, serving 
no intermediate points; and (2) between 
Junction U.S. Highway 46 and New 
S ey ,r Highway 3 in Clifton, N.J., and 
TioL York ’ NY * : from junction U.S. 
in 46 and New Jersey Highway 3 
afton ’ N -J*' over U.S. Highway 46 to 
over*n! 0rge Washington Bridge thence 
Newv he , C l eorge Washington Bridge to 
roi]^ 01 ^’ ^' Ym and ret urn over the same 
Rp^TOr^ij? g no intermediate points. 
aSnS 1 ?? 1 The Prosed routes 
onlv f° r operating convenience 

Worifp e S r ^ cted t0 the duration of the 
world s Fair in New York, N.Y. 

lQ r the plicant states that segmentation 
with rp^r.p^°? es 0f J° inder on ly is requested 
Plicant’s P exi« 5 tin Route No - 1 above and a P“ 
New Jersey wf route at the Junction of 

way 17 Hi gbway 4 and New Jersey High- 
Route No N j -» and with respect to 

r °Ute at th* • 0v . e and applicant’s existing 
New Jersev i aacti on of U.S. Highway 46 and 
^rther notM 8 .u Way 3 ln clifton - N -J- It is 
involves, a tilat cornm °u control may be 


HEARING: December 20, 1963, in 
Room 212, State Office Building, 1100 
Raymond Boulevard, Newark, N.J., be¬ 
fore Joint Board No. 3, or, if the Joint 
Board waives its right to participate, be¬ 
fore Examiner Abraham J. Essrick. 

No. MC 125581, filed August 22, 1963. 
Applicant: CONOVER BROS. BUS 
SERVICE, INC., Route 206, Chester, N.J. 
Applicant’s attorney: Bernard F. Flynn, 
York-Flynn Building, East Blackwell 
Street, Dover, N.J. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing : Passengers and their baggage in the 
same vehicle, in charter service only, 
between the Township of Chester, N.J., 
and points within 10 miles thereof on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in the States of New Jersey, New York, 
Connecticut, Pennsylvania, Delaware, 
Maryland, Virginia, and the District of 
Columbia. 

HEARING: December 16, 1963, in 
Room 212, State Office Building, 1100 
Raymond Boulevard, Newark, N.J., be¬ 
fore Examiner Abraham J. Essrick. 

Applications in Which Handling With¬ 
out Oral Hearing Has Been Elected 

No. MC 11940 (Sub-No. 6), filed Octo¬ 
ber 3, 1963. Applicant: C. VENEZIALE 
TRUCKING, INC., Route 309, Sellers- 
ville, Pa. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irregular routes, transporting: (1) 
Tomato paste, mashed tomatoes, pizza 
sauce and pizzas and all other related 
tomato products, in cans, boxes, and 
packages from Palm, Pa., to points in 
New Jersey, New York, Connecticut, 
Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Ohio, 
Maryland, and Delaware, (2) empty tin 
cans from Baltimore, Md. to Palm, Pa. 

No. MC 31600 (Sub-No. 554), filed 
October 18, 1963. Applicant: P. B. 

MUTRIE MOTOR TRANSPORTATION, 
INC., Calvary Street, Waltham, Mass. 
Applicant’s attorney: Harry C. Ames, Jr., 
Transportation Building, Washington 
6, D.C. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Synthetic 
glue, resins and sizings, in bulk, in tank 
vehicles, from Chicopee, Mass., to James¬ 
town and Mechanicville, N.Y. 

No. MC 107403 (Sub-No. 504), filed 
October 16, 1963. Applicant: E. 

BROOKE MATLACK, INC., 33d and 
Arch Streets, Philadelphia 4, Pa. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Lime, in bulk, in 
pressure differential equipment, from 
Ashtabula, Ohio, to Buffalo and Niagara 
Falls, N.Y. 

No. MC 109637 (Sub-No. 246), filed 
October 10, 1963. Applicant: SOUTH¬ 
ERN TANK LINES, INC., 4107 Bells 
Lane, Louisville, Ky. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Lime slurry, in bulk, from Louisville, 
Ky., to points in Clark, and Floyd Coun¬ 
ties, Ind. 

No. MC 110686 (Sub-No. 21), filed Oc¬ 
tober 17,1963. Applicant: McCORMICK 
DRAY LINE, INC., Avis, Pa. Applicant’s 
attorney: David A. Sutherlund, 1120 
Connecticut Avenue NW., Washington 


36, D.C. Authority sought to operate as 
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: Metal 
angles, from the plant site of Jersey 
Shore Steel Company, located at Avis, 
Pa., to the plant site of Harris-Hub Com¬ 
pany, located at Harvey, Ill., and to the 
plant site of Nachman Company, located 
at Chicago, Ill. • 

No. MC 114194 (Sub-No. 55), filed Oc¬ 
tober 14, 1963. Applicant: KREIDER 
TRUCK SERVICE, INC., 8003 Collins¬ 
ville Road, East St. Louis, Ill. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Starch and blends, in bulk, 
from Granite City, Ill., to points in Wis¬ 
consin, Minnesota, Missouri, Nebraska, 
Ohio, Pennsylvania, Michigan, and Loui¬ 
siana, and rejected shipments, on return. 

No. MC 117574 (Sub-No. 86), filed Oc¬ 
tober 17, 1963. Applicant: DAILY EX¬ 
PRESS, INC., Post Office Box 39, Carlisle, 
Pa. Applicant’s attorney: David A. 
Sutherlund, 1120 Connecticut Avenue 
NW., Washington 36, D.C. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Metal angles, from the 
plant site of Jersey Shore Steel Com¬ 
pany, located at Avis, Pa., to the plant 
site of Harris-Hub Company, located at 
Harvey, HI., and to the plant site of 
Nachman Company, located at Chicago, 
Ill. 

No. MC 125423 (Sub-No. 1), filed Octo¬ 
ber 14, 1963. Applicant: J. FRED 

SMITH, doing business as J. FRED 
SMITH TRUCKING CO., 112 Nichols 
Street, Danville, Ky. Applicant’s attor¬ 
ney: Robert H. Kinker, Seventh Floor, 
McClure Building, Frankfort, Ky. Au¬ 
thority sought to operate as a common 
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular 
routes, transporting: Burial vaults, (1) 
from Winchester, Ky., to points in Ala¬ 
bama, Georgia, Mississippi, North Caro¬ 
lina, Ohio, South Carolina, Tennessee, 
Virginia, and West Virginia; (2) from 
London, Ohio, to points in Alabama, 
Georgia, Kentucky (except Jefferson, 
Oldham, Trimble, Carroll, Gallatin, 
Boone, Kenton, and Campbell Counties), 
Mississippi, North Carolina, South Caro¬ 
lina, Tennessee, Virginia, and West Vir¬ 
ginia; and (3) from Columbus, Ohio to 
Winchester, Ky. 

MOTOR CARRIERS OF PASSENGERS 

No. MC 1501 (Sub-No. 305), filed 
October 8, 1963. Applicant: THE 

GREYHOUND CORPORATION, West¬ 
ern Greyhound Lines, 371 Market Street, 
San Francisco 5, Calif. Applicant’s at¬ 
torney: Earl A. Bagby (same address as 
applicant). Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over regular routes, transporting: Pas¬ 
sengers and their baggage, and express 
and newspapers, in the same vehicle with 
passengers. 1. Revision of Route No. 93 
and Establishment of New Route No. 
95-A on Certificate Sheet No. 21. (a) 

Establish a new regular route of opera¬ 
tion over a relocated segment of U.S. 
Highway 99 between North Lodi Junc¬ 
tion and South Lodi Junction, to be in¬ 
cluded as a segment of regular Route 
No. 93 to read as follows: “93. Between 
Sacramento and Manteca: From Sacra- 
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mento over U.S. Highway 99 to junction 
unnumbered highway northeast of 
Stockton (North Stockton Junction), 
thence over unnumbered highway via 
Stockton to junction U.S. Highway 99 
southeast of Stockton (South Stockton 
Junction), thence over U.S. Highway 99 
to junction unnumbered highway north 
of Manteca.” (b) Reauthorize a seg¬ 
ment of present regular Route No. 93 
between North Lodi Junction and South 
Lodi Junction as a separately described 
regular route to be designated as Route 
No. 95-A to read as follows: “95-A. Be¬ 
tween North Lodi Junction and South 
Lodi Junction: From junction U.S. High¬ 
way 99 and unnumbered highway north¬ 
east of Lodi (North Lodi Junction), over 
unnumbered highway via East Lodi to 
junction U.S. Highway 99 southeast of 
Lodi (South Lodi Junction).” 2. Revi¬ 
sion of Route No. 116 and Establishment 
of New Route No. 128-B on Certificate 
Sheets Nos. 25 and 27, respectively, (a) 
Establish a new regular route of opera¬ 
tion over a relocated segment of U.S. 
Highway 99 between North Merced Junc¬ 
tion and South Merced Junction to be 
included as a segment ol regular Route 
No. 116 to read as follows: “116. Between 
San Francisco and Los Angeles: From 
San Francisco over San Francisco-Oak¬ 
land Bay Bridge to Oakland, thence over 
unnumbered highway via San Leandro 
and Hayward to junction U.S. Highway 
50 northeast of Hayward (Hayward 
Junction), thence over U.S. Highway 50 
to junction California Highway 120 (San 
Joaquin Bridge), thence over California 
Highway 120 to junction unnumbered 
highway (Manteca), thence over un¬ 
numbered highway to junction U.S. 
Highway 99 south of Manteca (South 
Manteca), thence over U.S. Highway 99 
to junction Interstate Highway 5 (San 
Fernando Junction), thence over Inter¬ 
state Highway 5 to Los Angeles, (b) 
Reauthorize a segment of present regu¬ 
lar Route No. 116 between North Merced 
Junction and South Merced Junction as 
a separately described regular route to 
be designated as Route No. 128-B to read 
as follows: “128-B. Between North 
Merced Junction and South Merced 
Junction: From junction U.S. Highway 
99 and unnumbered highway north of 
Merced (North Merced Junction), over 
unnumbered highway via Merced to 
junction U.S. Highway 99 (South Merced 
Junction).” 3. Revision of Route No. 
151 and Establishment of New Route No. 
153-A on Certificate Sheets Nos. 31 and 
32, respectively, (a) Establish a new 
regular route of operation over a relo¬ 
cated segment of U.S. Highway 101 be¬ 
tween North Gonzales Junction and 
South Gonzales Junction, to be included 
as a segment of Route No. 151 to read 
as follows: “151. Between San Francisco 
and San Luis Obispo: From San Fran¬ 
cisco over Bypass U.S. Highway 101 to 
junction U.S. Highway 101 (Edenvale 
Junction), thence over U.S. Highway 101 
to San Luis Obispo, (b) Reauthorize a 
segment of present regular Route No. 
151 between North Gonzales Junction 
and South Gonzales Junction as a sepa¬ 
rate regular Route No. 153-A to read as 
follows: “153-A. Between North Gonzales 
Junction and South Gonzales Junction: 
From junction U.S. Highway 101 and 


unnumbered highway (North Gonzales 
Junction), over unnumbered highway to 
junction U.S. 101 (South Gonzales Junc¬ 
tion) ,” and return over the same routes, 
serving all intermediate points, subject 
to the general conditions and orders set 
forth on First Revised Sheet No. 1A of 
Certificate No. MC 1501 (Sub-No. 138). 

Note: The changes in operating authority 
herein above shown and explained are pro¬ 
posed to be incorporated in the designated 
reyised sheets to said Certificate No. 1501 
(Sub-No. 138). 

No. MC 29957 (Sub-No. 84), filed Oc¬ 
tober 14, 1963. Applicant: CONTI¬ 
NENTAL SOUTHERN LINES, INC., 425 
Bolton Avenue, Post Office Box 4407, 
Alexandria, La. Authority sought to 
operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over regular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Passengers, and their baggage, ex¬ 
press, and newspapers, in the same ve¬ 
hicle with passengers, between West 
Point and Columbus, Miss., from West 
Point over Mississippi Highway 50 to 
Columbus, and return over the same 
route serving all intermediate points. 

Applications for Certificates or Per¬ 
mits Which Are To Be Processed 
Concurrently With Applications 
Under Section 5 Governed by Special 
Rule 1.240 to the Extent Applicable 

No. MC 43608 (Sub-No. 12), filed Oc¬ 
tober 14, 1963. Applicant: SOUTHERN 
EXPRESS, INC., Post Office Box 26007, 
Derita Branch, Charlotte 6, N.C. Appli¬ 
cant’s attorney: H. Charles Ephraim, 
1001 15th Street NW, Washington 5, 
D.C. Authority sought to operate as a 
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over 
irregular routes, transporting: General 
commodities (except those requiring spe¬ 
cial equipment and except leaf tobacco in 
hogsheads, sheets, and baskets), between 
points in North Carolina on the bound¬ 
aries of and within the territory bound¬ 
ed as follows: On the east, from the 
North Carolina-Virginia State line over 
U.S. Highway 1 to its intersection with 
U.S. Highway 158, thence over U.S. High¬ 
way 158 to Warrenton, thence over 
North Carolina Highway 58 to Wilson, 
thence over U.S. Highway 301 to its inter¬ 
section with U.S. Highway 117, thence 
over U.S. Highway 117, to Wilmington, 
thence over U.S. Highway 421 to Fort 
Fisher; and on the west, from the North 
Carolina-Tennessee State line over U.S. 
Highway 25 to the North Carolina-South 
Carolina State line. 

Note: This application is directly related 
to MC— F-8572, published this issue Federal 
Register. 

Applications Under Sections 5 and 
210a(b) 

The following applications are gov¬ 
erned by the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission’s special rules governing notice 
of filing of applications by motor car¬ 
riers of property or passengers under 
sections 5(a) and 210a(b) of the Inter¬ 
state Commerce Act and certain other 
proceedings with respect thereto (49 
CFR 1.240). 

MOTOR CARRIERS OF PROPERTY 

• No. MC-F-8396 (FERNSTROM 
STORAGE AND VAN C O.—PUR¬ 


CHASE— B A L L A R D STORAGE & 
TRANSFER CO.), published in the April 
3, 1963, issue of the Federal Register, 
on page 3241. Application filed October 
21, 1963, for temporary authority under 
section 210a(b). 

No. MC-F-8494 (EUGENE PIKOV- 
SKY—C O N T R O L—THRUN TRUCK 
LINES, INC.), published in the July 17, 
1963, issue of the Federal Register, on 
page 7329. Amendment to the applica¬ 
tion filed October 17, 1963, to include 
merger into EUGENE PIKOVSKY, do¬ 
ing business as FREIGHT TRANSIT 
COMPANY, of the operating rights and 
property of THRUN TRUCK LINES, 
INC. 

No. MC-F-8577. Authority sought for 
consolidation into FRANK’S-VAN 
NAMEE’S EXPRESS CORP., 147 North 
Genesee Street, Utica, N.Y., of the oper¬ 
ating rights and property of VAN 
NAMEE’S EXPRESS, INC., 147 North 
Genesee Street, Utica, N.Y., FRANK’S- 
SOUTHERN EXPRESS, INC., and 
GREENE’S MOTOR EXPRESS, INC., 
both of 1620 East End Avenue, Oneonta, 
N.Y., and for acquisition by EVERETT 
VAN NAMEE, 2313 Sunset Avenue, Utica, 
N.Y., LESTER VAN NAMEE, Main 
Street, Kirkwood, N.Y., JOHN Q. 
TRINKAUS, R.F.D. No. 3, Cooperstown, 
N.Y., and FRANK TRINKAUS, Box 62, 
Fly Creek, N.Y., of control of such rights 
and property through the transaction. 
Applicants’ representative: Howard J. 
Blaugrund, 1215-18 First National Bank 
Building, Utica, N.Y. Operating rights 
sought to be consolidated: (VAN 
NAMEE’S EXPRESS, INC.). General 
commodities, excepting, among others, 
household goods and commodities in 
bulk, as a common carrier over regular 
routes, between Binghamton, N.Y., and 
Utica, N.Y., serving all intermediate 
points, from Utica, N.Y., to Norwich, 
N.Y., serving the intermediate point of 
Sherburne, N.Y., restricted to delivery 
only, between South New Berlin, N.Y., 
and Utica, N.Y., serving the off-route 
point of Hubbardsville, N.Y., between 
South New Berlin, N.Y., and Bingham¬ 
ton, N.Y., serving all intermediate points 
on New York Highway 12 between Nor¬ 
wich and Binghamton, including Nor¬ 
wich, between South New Berlin, N-Y., 
and Oneonta, N.Y., serving the inter¬ 
mediate points of Morris and Sidney. 
N.Y.; and under “grandfather” rights, 
in the State of New York, under section 
206(a) (7), of the Act, pursuant to BOJ*- 
99, in No. MC-109308 Sub-3; (FRANK &- 
SOUTHERN EXPRESS, INC.) Ge £ er ^ 
commodities, except classes A and B ex¬ 
plosives, acids, articles of great value, 
contaminating to other lading, 
household goods as defined by the com¬ 
mission, as a common carrier over reg¬ 
ular routes, between points in New Y ^ 
serving all intermediate and certain o 
route points; and under “grandfatn 
rights, in the State of New York, un 
section 206(a) (7), of the Act, pursu 
to BOR-99, in No. MC-117452 Suh*^ 
(GREENE’S MOTOR EXPRESS, 1^ 
Packinghouse products, as a 
carrier over irregular routes, from . 
cuse to Richfield Springs, N.Y-, 
points in Onondaga, Madison, oc ’ 
and Herkimer Counties. N.Y.; and un 
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“grandfather” rights, in the State of 
New York, under section 206(a)(7), of 
the Act, pursuant to BOR-99, in No. 
MC-9727 Sub-2. Application has not 
been filed for temporary authority under 


section 210a(b). 

No. MC-F-8578. Authority sought for 
purchase by VALLERIE’S TRANSPOR¬ 
TATION SERVICE, INCORPORATED, 
Connecticut Avenue, Norwalk, Conn., of 
a portion of the operating rights of 
APEX EXPRESS, INC., 455 Seaman 
Avenue, Perth Amboy, N.J., and for ac¬ 
quisition by JOHN E. VALLERIE, SR., 
Indian Spring Road, Rowayton, Conn., 
ALBERT E. VALLERIE, SR., Wolf pit 
Road, Norwalk, Conn., and STANLEY 
E. DABROWSKI, 41 Canterbury Lane, 
Wilton, Conn., of control of such rights 
through the purchase. Applicants’ at¬ 
torneys: Thomas W. Murrett, 410 Asylum 
Street, Hartford, Conn., and Maxwell A. 
Howell, 1511 K Street NW., Washington 
25, D.C. Operating rights sought to be 
transferred: General commodities, ex¬ 
cepting, among others, household goods 
and commodities in bulk, as a common 
carrier over irregular routes, between 
New York, N.Y., on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in Rockland, 
Orange, Westchester, and Nassau Coun¬ 
ties, N.Y. Vendee is authorized to 
operate as a common carrier in Connect¬ 
icut, New York, and New Jersey. Appli¬ 
cation has been filed for temporary 
authority under section 210a(b). 

No. MC-F-8579. Authority sought for 
purchase by MITCHELL TRANSPORT, 
INC., 21111 Chagrin Boulevard, Cleve¬ 
land 22, Ohio, of the operating rights of 

ray molder carrier corpora¬ 


tion, 3801 23d Street SW., Canton, Ohio, 
and for acquisition by H. M. O’NEILL, 
P. J. O’NEILL and W. J. O’NEILL, all of 
Cleveland 22, Ohio, of control of such 
rights through the purchase. Applicants’ 
attorney: Ewald E. Kundtz, 1050 Union 
Commerce Building, Cleveland 14, Ohio. 
Operating rights sought to be trans¬ 
ferred: Petroleum products, in bulk, in 
tank vehicles, as a common carrier over 
irregular routes, from Canton, Findlay, 
and Toledo, Ohio, to points in the Lower 
Peninsula of Michigan, from Canton, 
Ohio, to points in Indiana. Vendee is 
authorized to operate as a common ear¬ 
ner in Indiana, Ohio, Kentucky, Illinois, 
Maryland, Pennsylvania, North Carolina, 
Rhode Island, Connecticut, Massachu¬ 
setts, Maine, West Virginia, New York, 
^ew Hampshire, Vermont, New Jersey, 
Alabama, Florida, Mississippi, Tennessee, 
Kansas, Oklahoma, Iowa, Minnesota, 
Rorth Dakota, South Dakota, Wiscon- 
3 Georgia, Delaware, Virginia, and 
ne District of Columbia. Application 
as not been filed for temporary author¬ 
ity under section 210a(b). 

MC-F-8580. Authority sought for 
INP a i SG by TAMIA MIFREIGHTWAYS, 
lanto r? 20 Morel an<i Avenue SE., At- 
rif 3 Ga '’ of a P° r tion of the operating 
Tom3? pr °P er ty of TAMIAMI TRAIL 
Fla RS ’j CNC - ^305 21st Avenue, Tampa, 
COtttSS for acquisition by BARRON 
Ben JR ‘’ 500 Ocean Drive, Palm 
con trol of such rights 
Plicantl? 6throu & h the purchase. Ap- 
FW attorneys: A. Pickens Coles, 616 

St National Bank Building, Tampa 


2, Fla., R. J. Reynolds, Jr., Healey Build¬ 
ing, Atlanta 3, Ga., and James E. Wilson, 
1111 E Street NW., Washington 4, D.C. 
Operating rights sought to be trans¬ 
ferred : General Commodities, excepting, 
among others, household goods and 
commodities in bulk, as a common car¬ 
rier over regular routes, between Tampa 
and Punta Gorda, Fla., between Tampa 
and Miami, Fla., between Tampa and 
Murdock, Fla., between St. Petersburg 
and Okeechobee, Fla., between Childs, 
and Everglades, Fla., between Childs and 
Clewiston, Fla., between Punta Rassa 
and Clewiston, Fla., between Mulberry 
and Fort Meade, Fla., between Braden¬ 
ton and Myakka City, Fla., between Mi¬ 
ami and Okeechobee, Fla., between West 
Palm Beach and Okeechobee, Fla., be¬ 
tween Clewiston and Belle Glade, Fla., 
between Jacksonville and Orlando, Fla., 
between De Land and New Smyrna, Fla., 
betwene Tampa and Orlando, Fla., be¬ 
tween Lake Alfred and Florence Villa, 
Fla., between Auburndale and Winter 
Haven, Fla., between Daytona Beach 
and Tampa, Fla., between Orlando and 
Leesburg, Fla., between Leesburg and 
Ocala, Fla., between De Land Landing 
and De Land, Fla., serving all intermedi¬ 
ate and certain off-route points, between 
Ocala and Leesburg, Fla., serving to and 
from intermediate points within 5 miles 
of Leesburg and Ocala, between Sanford 
and Mount Dora, Fla., serving all inter¬ 
mediate points, between Tampa and Sar¬ 
asota, Fla., serving all intermediate and 
certain off-route points, between Mana¬ 
tee and Sarasota, Fla., serving all in¬ 
termediate points, between Jacksonville 
and New Smyrna, Fla., serving all inter¬ 
mediate points and the off-route point 
of Hastings, Fla., between Tampa, Fla., 
and a point on U.S. Highway 17 1 mile 
south of Winter Haven, Fla., serving all 
intermediate and certain off-route 
points; between Miami and South Bay, 
Fla., between Fort Lauderdale and 
Twenty Mile Bend, Fla., between Okee¬ 
chobee and Saint Cloud, Fla., serving 
all intermediate points, RESTRICTION: 
The above-described routes are not to 
be used for the transportation of any 
shipments moving in interstate or for¬ 
eign commerce between Jacksonville, 
Fla., on the one hand, and, on the other, 
West Palm Beach and Fort Lauderdale, 
Fla.; between Fort Myers, Fla., on the 
one hand, and, on the other, junction 
Florida Highways 82 and 29, between 
Bunnell, Fla., on the one hand, and, on 
the other, Flagler Beach, Fla., between 
Tampa and St. Petersburg, Fla., serving 
no intermediate but certain off-route 
points, between Ashton, Fla., and junc¬ 
tion Florida Highway 436 and U.S. High¬ 
way 92, serving all intermediate points, 
several alternate routes for operating 
convenience only; general commodities, 
excepting, among others, household 
goods and commodities in bulk, over ir¬ 
regular routes, between points within 10 
miles of Palatka, Fla., including Palatka, 
between points within 5 miles of Jack¬ 
sonville, Fla., including Jacksonville, and 
between certain points in Florida with 
restriction. Vendee is authorized to op¬ 
erate as a common carrier in Florida, 
and Georgia. Application has not been 


filed for temporary authority under sec¬ 
tion 210a(b). 

Note: Vendor is retaining all of its pas¬ 
senger operating authority, and other prop¬ 
erty related thereto. TAMIAMI FREIGHT- 
WAYS, INC., is a wholly owned subsidiary 
of TAMIAMI TRAIL TOURS, INC., pursuant 
to authority granted in Docket No. MC-F- 
7021, decided July 18, 1962 (TAMIAMI TRAIL 
TOURS, INC.—CONTROL—T A M I A M I 
FREIGHTWAYS, INC. (FORMERLY BEN¬ 
TON RAPID EXPRESS) ). 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Harold D. McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-11437; Filed, Oct. 29, 1963; 

8:46 a.m.] 


FOURTH SECTION APPLICATION 
FOR RELIEF 

October 25, 1963. 

Protests to the granting of an applica¬ 
tion must be prepared in accordance 
with Rule 1.40 of the general rules of 
practice (49 CFR 1.40) and filed within 
15 days from the date of publication of 
this notice in the Federal Register. 

Long-and-Short Haul 

FSA No. 38613: Petroleum products 
from Montana points. Filed by Great 
Northern Railway Company (No. 1086), 
jointly with Northern Pacific Railway 
Company (No. 133), for interested rail 
carriers. Rates on distillate fuel oil, not 
suitable for illuminating purposes, gas 
oil, petroleum residual fuel oil, in tankcar 
loads, from Billings, East Billings, Great 
Falls and Laurel, Mont., to points in 
Iowa, Minnesota, North Dakota and 
South Dakota. 

Grounds for relief: Rate relationship. 

Tariffs: Supplement 54 to Great 
Northern Railway Company tariff I.C.C. 
A-8854, and supplement 26 to Northern 
Pacific Railway Company tariff I.C.C. 
9977. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Harold D. McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-11435; Filed, Oct. 29, 1963; 

8:46 a.m.] 


[Notice 277] 

MOTOR CARRIER ALTERNATE ROUTE 
DEVIATION NOTICES 

October 25, 1963. 

The following letter-notices of pro¬ 
posals to operate over deviation routes 
for operating convenience only, have 
been filed with the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, under the Commission’s 
deviation rules revised, 1957 (49 CFR 
211.1(c)(8)) and notice thereof to all 
interested persons is hereby given as 
provided in such rules (49 CFR 211.1 
(d)(4)). 

Protests against the use of any pro¬ 
posed deviation route herein described 
may be filed with the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission in the manner and 
form provided in such rules (49 CFR 
211.1(e)) at any time but will not oper¬ 
ate to stay commencement of the pro- 
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posed operations unless filed within 30 
days from the date of publication. 

Successively filed letter-notices of the 
same carrier under the Commission’s 
deviation rules revised. 1957, will be 
numbered consecutively for convenience 
in identification and protests, if any 
should refer to such letter-notices by 
number. 

Motor Carriers of Property 

No. MC 2202 (Deviation No. 69), 
ROADWAY EXPRESS, INC., 1077 Gorge 
Boulevard, Post Office Box 471, Akron 9, 
Ohio, filed October 14, 1963. Applicant 
proposes to operate as a common carrier, 
by motor vehicle, of general commodities, 
with certain exceptions, over a deviation 
route as follows: from junction unnum¬ 
bered highway (formerly U.S. Highway 
23) and Michigan Highway 54, north of 
Clio, Mich., over Michigan Highway 54 
to junction unnumbered highway (for¬ 
merly U.S. Highway 23), near Birch Run, 
Mich., and return over the same route, 
for operating convenience only. The 
notice indicates that the carrier is pres¬ 
ently authorized to transport the same 
commodities over a pertinent service 
route as follows: from Flint, Mich., over 
Michigan Highway 54 to junction un¬ 
numbered highway, thence over said 
unnumbered highway to Saginaw, Mich., 
and return over the same route. 

No. MC 39300 (Deviation No. 1), MID¬ 
DLE STATES MOTOR FREIGHT, INC., 
5723 Este Avenue, Cincinnati 32, Ohio, 
filed October 17, 1963. Applicant’s at¬ 
torney: Jack B. Josselson, 700 Atlas 
Bank Building, Cincinnati 2, Ohio. 
Carrier proposes to operate as a com¬ 
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, of general 
commodities, with certain exceptions, 
over a deviation route as follows: From 
Cincinnati, Ohio, over Interstate High¬ 
way 74, to Indianapolis, Ind., and return 
over the same route, for operating con¬ 
venience only. The notice indicates that 
the carrier is presently authorized to 
transport the same commodities over a 
pertinent service route as follows: from 
Cincinnati over U.S. Highway 52, to In¬ 
dianapolis, and return over the same 
route. 

No. MC 42487 (Deviation No. 17), 
CONSOLIDATED FREIGHTWAYS 
CORPORATION OF DELAWARE, Post 
Office Box 5138, Chicago, Ill., filed Octo¬ 
ber 16, 1963. Carrier proposes to oper¬ 
ate as a common carrier, by motor ve¬ 
hicle, of general commodities, with cer¬ 
tain exceptions, over deviation routes as 
follows: (A) from South Bend, Ind., over 
Indiana Highway 2 to junction U.S. 
Highway 20 and (B) from junction U.S. 
Highway 42 and unnumbered highway 
(formerly U.S. Highway 42) north of 
Ashland, Ohio, over relocated U.S. High¬ 
way 42 to junction unnumbered highway 
(formerly U.S. Highway 42) south of 
Ashland, and return over the same 
routes, for operating convenience only. 
The notice indicates that the carrier is 
presently authorized to transport the 
same commodities over pertinent service 
routes as follows: From Youngstown, 
Ohio over U.S. Highway 422 to Cleve¬ 
land, Ohio, thence over U.S. Highway 20 
to Green Creek, Ohio, thence over Ohio 
Highway 113 (formerly U.S. Highway 20) 


via Fremont, Ohio, to junction UJS. 
Highway 20, thence over U.S. Highway 
20 to Rockford, Ill., thence over U.S. 
Highway 51 via Beloit, Wis., to Madison, 
Wis., thence over U.S. Highway 12 via 
Tomah, Wis., to St. Paul, Minn, (also 
from Tomah over U.S. Highway 16 to 
La Crosse, Wis., thence over U.S. High¬ 
way 61 to St. Paul), thence over U.S. 
Highway 12 to Minneapolis; from 
Youngstown over Ohio Highway 18 to 
Norwalk, Ohio, thence over U.S. High¬ 
way 20 to Chicago; and from Cleveland 
over U.S. Highway 42 to Medina, Ohio, 
thence over Ohio Highway 3 to Colum¬ 
bus, Ohio, thence over U.S. Highway 40 
to Lafayette, Ohio (also from Medina 
over U.S. Highway 42 to junction un¬ 
numbered highway (formerly U.S. High¬ 
way 42) near Lodi, Ohio), thence over 
unnumbered highway via Lodi to junc¬ 
tion U.S. Highway 42, thence over U.S. 
Highway 42 to junction unnumbered 
highway (formerly U.S. Highway 42) 
thence over unnumbered highway via 
Ashland to junction U.S. Highway 42, 
thence over U.S. Highway 42 to Lafayette, 
thence over U.S. Highway 40 to Spring- 
field, Ohio, thence over Ohio Highway 
440 (formerly U.S. Highway 40) via Don- 
nellsville, Phoneton, Vandalia, and En¬ 
glewood, Ohio to junction U.S. Highway 
40, near Clayton, Ohio, thence over U.S. 
Highway 40 to Indianapolis, Ind., and 
return over the same routes. 

Note: The proposed alternate routes de¬ 
scribed above were previously covered by de¬ 
viation notices which were filed by, and be¬ 
came operative for, Motor Cargo, Inc. The 
purpose of this deviation notice is to show 
that operations over the proposed alternate 
routes will be conducted by Consolidated 
Freightways Corporation of Delaware, the 
carrier now holding the operating authority 
previously held by Motor Carto, Inc. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Harold D. McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[F.R. Doc. 63-11436; Filed, Oct. 29, 1963; 

8:46 a.m.] 


[Notice 573] 

MOTOR CARRIER APPLICATIONS AND 

CERTAIN OTHER PROCEEDINGS 

October 25,1963. 

The following publications are gov¬ 
erned by the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission’s general rules of practice in¬ 
cluding special rules (49 CFR 1.241) 
governing notice of filing of applications 
by motor carriers of property or passen¬ 
gers or brokers under sections 206, 209, 
and 211 of the Interstate Commerce Act 
and certain other proceedings with re¬ 
spect thereto. 

All hearings and prehearing confer¬ 
ences will be called at 9:30 a.m., U.S. 
standard time (or 9:30 a.m., local day¬ 
light saving time, if that time is ob¬ 
served), unless otherwise specified. 

Applications Assigned for Oral Hearing 
or Prehearing Conference 

MOTOR CARRIERS OF PROPERTY 

The applications immediately follow¬ 
ing are assigned for hearing at the time 
and place designated in the notice of 


filing as here published in each proceed¬ 
ing. All of the proceedings are subject 
to the special rules of procedure for 
hearing outlined below: 


SPECIAL RULES OF PROCEDURE FOR HEARING 


(1) All of the testimony to be adduced 
by applicant’s company witnesses shall 
be in the form of written statements 
which shall be submitted at the hearing 
at the time and place indicated. 

(2) All of the written statements by 
applicant’s company witnesses shall be 
offered in evidence at the hearing in the 
same manner as any other type of evi¬ 
dence. The witnesses submitting the 
written statements shall be made avail¬ 
able at the hearing for cross-examina¬ 
tion. if such becomes necessary. 

(3) The written statements by appli¬ 
cant’s company witnesses, if received in 
evidence, will be accepted as exhibits. 
To the extent the written statements 
refer to attached documents such as 
copies of operating authority, etc., they 
should be referred to in written 
statements as numbered appendices 
thereto. 

(4) The admissibility of the evidence 
contained in the written statements and 
the appendices thereto, will be at the 
time of offer, subject to the same rules 
as if the evidence were produced in the 


usual manner. 

(5) Supplemental testimony by a wit¬ 
ness to correct errors or to supply in¬ 
advertent omissions in his written state¬ 
ment is permissible. 

No. MC 111375 (Sub-No. 15 ), filed Oc¬ 
tober 18, 1963. Applicant: OTTO PIR- 
KLE, doing business as PIRKLE RE¬ 
FRIGERATED FREIGHT LINES, 3567 
East Barnard Avenue, Cudahy, Wis. 
Applicant’s attorney: Joseph M. Scan- 
lan, 111 West Washington Street, Chi¬ 
cago 2, Ill. Authority sought to operate 
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle, 
over irreguar routes, transporting. 
Meats, meat products, meat byproducts, 
and articles distributed by meat packing¬ 
houses, as described in Sections A and C, 
Appendix I, in Description in Motorcar* 
rier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and "w 
(except commodities in bulk, in tank ve¬ 
hicles) , from the plant site of Armour « 
Company, located at or near Sterling. 
Ill., to points in Arizona, California, N ' 
vada, Oregon, Washington, Montana, 


Idaho, and Utah. . . 

HEARING: November 18, 1963, at tne 
Midland Hotel, Chicago, Ill., before Ex¬ 
aminer Gordon M. Callow. ^ 

No. MC 117119 (Sub-No. 122), filed OC 
tober 14, 1963. Applicant: 

SHAW FROZEN EXPRESS. INC., EJ* 11 
Springs, Ark. Applicant’s ^^n: ‘ 
Nancy Pyeatt, Pennsylvania Buiia^ 
Washington, D.C. Authority s ° ug ™ tor 
operate as a common carrier, by m 
vehicle, over irregular routes, t^anspu 
ing: Meat, meat products, 
ucts, and articles distributed by _ ^ 
packinghouses, as described in APP 
I to the report in Descriptions in _ , 

Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. * , s 
766, and butter, cheese and f rozen * ts m 
from points in Nebraska, to P°* ct i- 
Massachusetts, Rhode Island, C ■ ia , 

cut, New York, New Jersey, Penn y vir- 
Delaware, Maryland, Virginia, v ^ 
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ginia, North Carolina, and the District of 
Columbia. 

HEARING: November 18, 1963, at the 
Federal Office Building, 15th and Dodge 
Streets, Omaha, Nebr., before Examiner 
Dallas B. Russell. 

No. MC 119816 (Sub-No. 2), filed Oc¬ 
tober 21, 1963. Applicant: FLEETLINE, 
INC., 1984 Oakdale Avenue, West St. 
Paul, Minn. Applicant’s attorney : 
Joseph M. Scanlan, 111 West Washing¬ 
ton Street, Chicago 2, Ill. Authority 
sought to operate as a common carrier, by 
motor vehicle, over irregular routes, 
transporting: Meats, meat products, 
meat byproducts, and articles distributed 
by meat packinghouses, other than com¬ 
modities in bulk, in tank vehicles, as 
described in Sections A and C, Appendix I 
in Descriptions in Motor Carrier Cer¬ 
tificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766, from 
the plant site of Armour & Company at 
or near Sterling, Ill., on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in Wisconsin, 
Iowa, Minnesota, North Dakota, South 
Dakota, and the Upper Peninsula of 
Michigan. 

HEARING: November 18, 1963, at the 
Midland Hotel, Chicago, Ill., before Ex¬ 
aminer Gordon M. Callow. 

No. MC 125368 (Sub-No. 2), filed Oc¬ 
tober 14, 1963. Applicant: CONNELL 
TRANSPORT CO., INC., Post Office Box 
846, Warren, Ohio. Applicant’s attorney: 
Joseph M. Scanlan, 111 West Washington 
Street, Chicago 2, Ill. Authority sought 
to operate as a common carrier, by motor 
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport¬ 
ing: Meats, meat products, meat byprod¬ 
ucts, and articles distributed by meat 
packinghouses (other than commodities 
in bulk), in tank vehicles, as described in 
Sections A and C, Appendix I, in De¬ 
scriptions in Motor Carrier Certificates , 
61 M.C.C. 209 and 766, from the plant site 
of Armour & Company, located at or near 
Sterling, Ill., to points in Maine, New 
Hampshire, Vermont, Massachusetts, 
Rhode Island, Connecticut, New York, 
New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Maryland, 
District of Columbia, West Virginia, and 
Delaware. 

HEARING: November 18, 1963, at the 
Midland Hotel, Chicago, Ill., before Ex¬ 
aminer Gordon M. Callow. 

Hy the Commission. 

[seal] Harold D. McCoy, 

Secretary. 

(P.R. Doc. 63-11438; Filed, Oct. 29, 1963; 

8:46 a.m.] 


NOTICE of filing OF MOTOR CAR¬ 
RIER intrastate applications 

October 25, 1963. 
foll owing applications for motor 
intrnf n carrier authority to operate in 
astate commerce seek concurrent 
or f£ r carrier authorization in interstate 
of th- lgn cornm erce within the limits 
suamV ntrast at e authority sought, pur- 
sta£ n section 206(a) (6) of the Inter¬ 
ne i ° mmerc e Act, as amended Oc- 
i 962 * Tllese applications are 
Commf- by s Pecial Rule 1.245 of the 

lished tn°fu rules of P ractice » P ub “ 
°^Adhi ii be Feder al Register, issue 
vides ur } 1, 1963 > Page 3533, which pro- 
m °ng other things, that protests 


and requests for information concerning 
the time and place of State Commission 
hearings or other proceedings, any sub¬ 
sequent changes therein, and any other 
related matters shall be directed to the 
State Commission with which the ap¬ 
plication is filed and shall not be ad¬ 
dressed to or filed with the Interstate 
Commerce Commission. 

State Docket No. 44619, filed July 9, 
1962. Applicant: EAGLE TRUCK LINE, 
INC., 1819 South Soto Street, Los 
Angeles 23, Calif. Applicant’s attorney: 
Bertram S. Silver, 126 Post Street, Suite 
600, San Francisco 8, Calif. Certificate 
of public convenience and necessity 
sought to operate a freight service as 
follows: Transportation of general com¬ 
modities (except used household goods 
and personal effects not packed in ac¬ 
cordance with the crated property re¬ 
quirements set forth in paragraph (d) 
of Item No. 10-C of Minimum Rate 
Tariff No. 4-A of the California Public 
Utilities Commission; automobiles, trucks 
and buses, namely: new and used, fin¬ 
ished or unfinished passenger automo¬ 
biles (including jeeps), ambulances, 
hearses and taxis, freight automobiles, 
automobile chassis, trucks, truck chassis, 
truck trailers, trucks and trailers com¬ 
bined, buses and bus chassis; livestock, 
namely: bucks, bulls, calves, cattle, cows, 
dairy cattle, ewes, goats, hogs, horses, 
kids, lambs, oxen, pigs, sheep camp out¬ 
fits, sows, steers, stags or swine; liquids, 
compressed gases, commodities in semi¬ 
plastic form and commodities in suspen¬ 
sion in liquids in bulk, in tank trucks, 
tank trailers, tank semitrailers or a com¬ 
bination of such highway vehicles; com¬ 
modities when transported in bulk in 
dump trucks or in hopper-type trucks; 
commodities when transported in motor 
vehicles equipped for mechanical mixing 
in transit; and logs): (1) Between all 
points and places in the designated Los 
Angeles Basin Territory, as herein de¬ 
scribed. Los Angeles Basin Territory 
includes that area embraced by the fol¬ 
lowing boundary: Beginning at the point 
the Ventura County-Los Angeles County 
boundary line intersects the Pacific 
Ocean; thence northeasterly along said 
county line to the point it intersects 
State Highway 118, approximately two 
(2) miles west of Chatsworth; easterly 
along State Highway 118 to Sepulveda 
Boulevard; northerly along Sepulveda 
Boulevard to Chatsworth Drive; north¬ 
easterly along Chatsworth Drive to the 
corporate boundary of the city of San 
Fernando; westerly and northerly along 
said corporate boundary to McClay 
Avenue; northeasterly along McClay 
Avenue and its prolongation to the 
Angeles National Forest Boundary; 
southeasterly and easterly along the 
Angeles National Forest and San Ber¬ 
nardino National Forest boundary to 
the county road known as Mill Creek 
Road; westerly along Mill Creek Road 
to the county road 3.8 miles north of 
Yucaipa; southerly along said county 
road to and including the unincorporated 
community of Cucaipa; westerly along 
Redlands Boulevard to U.S. Highway 99; 
northwesterly along U.S. Highway 99 to 
the corporate boundary of the City of 
Redlands; westerly and northerly along 
said corporate boundary to Brookside 


Avenue; westerly along Brookside Ave¬ 
nue to Barton Avenue; westerly along 
Barton Avenue and its prolongation to 
Palm Avenue; westerly along Palm Ave¬ 
nue to La Cadena Drive; southwesterly 
along La Cadena Drive to Iowa Avenue; 
southerly along Iowa Avenue to U.S. 
Highway 60; southwesterly along U.S. 
Highways 60 and 395 to the county road 
approximately one (1) mile north of 
Perris; easterly along said county road 
via Nuevo and Lakeview to the corporate 
boundary of the city of San Jacinto; 
easterly, southerly and westerly along 
said corporate boundary to San Jacinto 
Avenue; southerly along San Jacinto 
Avenue to State Highway 74; westerly 
along State Highway 74 to the corporate 
boundary of the City of Hemet; south¬ 
erly, westerly and northerly along said 
corporate boundary to the right of way 
of The Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe 
Railway Company; southwesterly along 
said right of way to Washington Avenue; 
southerly along Washington Avenue, 
through and including the unincorpo¬ 
rated community of Winchester to Ben¬ 
ton Road; westerly along Benton Road to 
the county road intersecting U.S. High¬ 
way 395, 2.1 miles north of the unin¬ 
corporated community of Temecula; 
southerly along said county road to U.S. 
Highway 395; southeasterly along U.S. 
Highway 395 to the Riverside County- 
San Diego County boundary line; west¬ 
erly along said boundary line to the 
Orange County-San Diego County 
boundary line; southerly along said 
boundary line to the Pacific Ocean; 
northwesterly along the shore line of the 
Pacific Ocean to point of beginning, and 
(2) between all points and places on 
and within twenty-five (25) miles of 
points and places on the following de¬ 
scribed routes: (a) Between San Ysidro 
and Los Angeles via U.S. Highways 101 
and 101 Alternate,, and (b) between San 
Diego and San Bernardino via U.S. 
Highway 395. 

Note: Applicant states authority is sought 
to make use of any street, road, highway, 
ferry, or toll bridge necessary or convenient 
for the purpose of performing the service 
herein described. 

HEARING: November 13, 14, and 15 
in Los Angeles. 

Requests for procedural information, 
including the time for filing protests, 
concerning this application should be 
addresssed to the California Public Utili¬ 
ties Commission, California State Build¬ 
ing, San Francisco 2, Calif., and should 
not be addressed to the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Commission. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Harold D. McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[FR. Doc. 63-11439; Filed, Oct. 29, 1963; 

8:47 a.m.] 


[Notice 889] 

MOTOR CARRIER TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

October 25,1963. 

Synopses of orders entered pursuant 
to section 212(b) of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Act, and rules and regulations 
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NOTICES 


prescribed thereunder (49 CFR Part 
179), appear below: 

As provided in the Commission’s 
special rules of practice any interested 
person may file a petition seeking recon¬ 
sideration of the following numbered 
proceedings within 20 days from the date 
of publication of this notice. Pursuant 
to section 17(8) of the Interstate Com¬ 
merce Act, the filing of such a petition 
will postpone the effective date of the 
order in that proceeding pending its dis¬ 
position. The matters relied upon by 
petitioners must be specified in their 
petitions with particularity. 

No. MC-FC 66149. By order of Oc¬ 
tober 23, 1963, the Transfer Board on 
reconsideration on an amended basis 
approved the transfer to C & B Trucking, 
Inc., Cincinnati, Ohio, of Certificates in 
Nos. MC 58573 (Sub-No. 1) andMC 58573 
(Sub-No. 2), issued December 15, 1949, 
and October 7, 1954, respectively, to 
Jerome B. Bargo, doing business as C & B 
Trucking Company, Cincinnati, Ohio, 
authorizing the transportation of : 
Household goods, between Manchester, 
Ohio, on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in Ohio, Indiana, and Kentucky, 
and general commodities with the usual 
exceptions including household goods 
and commodities in bulk, from, to, or 
between specified points in Ohio and 
Kentucky. Herbert Baker, 50 West 
Broad Street, Columbus, Ohio, attorney 
for applicants. 

No. MC-FC 66292. By order of Oc¬ 
tober 23, 1963, the Transfer Board ap¬ 
proved the transfer to Richard J. Wits- 
berger, Sr., doing business as Tri-State 
Transport Co., Triadelphia, W. Va., of 
Permit in No. MC 117366, issued August 
27, 1958, to Culvert Carriers, Inc., St. 
Clairsville, Ohio, authorizing the trans¬ 
portation, over irregular routes, of steel 
culvert pipe, from Martins Ferry, Ohio, 
to points in Virginia, Delaware, and 
specified portions of Maryland, New 
York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, and 
West Virginia. Paul F. Beery, 44 East 
Broad Street, Columbus, Ohio, attorney 
at law. 


No. MC-FC 66296. By order of Octo¬ 
ber 23, 1963, the Transfer Board ap¬ 
proved the transfer to Gilbert Buchmeier, 
doing business as Buchmeier & Sons, Val¬ 
paraiso, Ind., of Permits in Nos. MC 
113280 (Sub-No. 1) and MC 113280 (Sub- 
No. 2), issued March 19, 1953, and Sep¬ 
tember 12, 1960, respectively, to Herbert 
Kreilkamp, doing business as Kreil- 
kamp’s Truck Lines, Hartford, Wis.,< au¬ 
thorizing the transportation, over ir¬ 
regular routes, of raw deerskins, during a 
specified season, from points in Michi¬ 
gan, Minnesota, and Wisconsin to Hart¬ 
ford, Wis., and malt beverages, from 
West Bend, Wis., to Berwyn and River 
Grove, Ill. Arthur C. Snyder, Box 164, 
Hartford, Wis., attorney at law. 

[seal] Harold D. McCoy, 

Secretary . 

[P.R. Doc. 63-11440; Filed, Oct. 29, 1963; 

8:47 a.m.] 


[Notice 574] 

MOTOR CARRIER APPLICATIONS AND 

CERTAIN OTHER PROCEEDINGS 

October 28,1963. 

The following publications are gov¬ 
erned by the Interstate Commerce Com¬ 
mission’s general rules of practice in¬ 
cluding special rules (49 CFR 1.241) gov¬ 
erning notice of filing of applications by 
motor carriers of property or passengers 
or brokers under sections 206, 209, and 
211 of the Interstate Commerce Act and 
certain other proceedings with respect 
thereto. 

All hearings and pre-hearing confer¬ 
ences will be called at 9:30 a.m.. United 
States standard time (or 9:30 a.m., local 
daylight saving time, if that time is 
observed), unless otherwise specified. 

Applications Assigned for Oral Hearing 
or Pre-Hearing Conference 

MOTOR CARRIERS OF PROPERTY 

No. MC-F-8584. Authority sought for 
purchase by GLENDENNING MOTOR¬ 


WAYS, INC., 1665 West County Road C, 
Roseville, St. Paul 13, Minn., of the op¬ 
erating rights of HERDA ALASKA 
TRUCK LINES, (JAMES C. NOONAN, 
RECEIVER) ,2280 Hampden Avenue, St! 
Paul, Minn., and for acquisition by 
LOUISE M. GLENDENNING, 294 Ston- 
bridge Avenue, St. Paul, Minn., of con¬ 
trol of such rights through the purchase. 
Applicants’ attorney and receiver re¬ 
spectively: Donald A. Morken, 1000 First 
National Bank Building, Minneapolis 2, 
Minn., and James C. Noonan, Receiver, 60 
East Fourth Street, St. Paul, Minn. Op¬ 
erating rights sought to be transferred: 
Milk and milk products , in containers, 
as a common carrier over irregular 
routes, from points in Minnesota, North 
Dakota, and Wisconsin, to Anchorage, 
Fairbanks, and Palmer, Alaska; general 
commodities , except, those of unusual 
value, class A and B explosives, and com¬ 
modities requiring special equipment, be¬ 
tween Minneapolis, St. Paul, Duluth, and 
Fosston, Minn., Minot, N. Dak., and Seat¬ 
tle, Wash., on the one hand, and, on the 
other, ports of entry on the United 
States-Canada boundary line at Sweet- 
grass, Mont., and Blaine, Wash.; author¬ 
ity applied in pendng “grandfather” ap¬ 
plication in No. MC-113573 (Sub-6), 
claiming rights under the provisions of 
the amendment of section 206(a) of the 
Interstate Commerce Act, (1) between 
Minneapolis, St. Paul, Duluth, and Foss¬ 
ton, Minn., Minot, N. Dak., and Seattle, 
Wash., on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in Alaska, and (2) between 
points in Alaska. Vendee is authorized 
to operate as a common carrier in Iowa, 
South Dakota, Minnesota, Illinois, Wis¬ 
consin, North Dakota, and Nebraska. 
Application has been filed for temporary 
authority under section 210a(b). 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Harold D. McCoy, 

Secretary. 

IF.R. Doc. 63-11527; Filed, Oct. 29, 

8:48 a.m.] 
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The following numerical guide is a list of the parts of each title of the Code of 
Federal Regulations affected by documents published to date during October. 
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